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Current Topics. 


Solicitors in the New Parliament. 


We print elsewhere a list of the Lawyers who have been 
returned to the new Parliament. There are some well-known 
names missing, but among the solicitors who were in the last 
Parliament, we are glad to note that Sir Witu1am BULL, 
Mr. Isaac Foot, Mr. Dennis HERBERT, and Mr. R. C. NesBirr 
have been elected, while Sir T. BkaMspon and Mr. ATHELSTAN 
RenDALL, who were then missing, now return to Parliamentary 
life. 

Law Agencies. 

WE UNDERSTAND that the failure of ATHERTONS, LrD., against 
whom a compulsory winding up order was made on Tuesday, 
is causing a good deal of inconvenience to country solicitors. 
This we regret, but we are afraid that the catastrophe which has 
overtaken the company has been due to the business not being 
run on sound principles. As to that the Official Receiver may 
have something to say in due course ; but a little consideration 
would, perhaps, have shewn that the small fixed annual agency 
fee, on which we understand the company worked, could not 
properly cover the very varying services which a law agent is 
expected to render. Of course, law agency is of two kinds: 
there is the professional and the lay law agent. The relation of 
country solicitor and town agent is well known, and is essential 
for the carrying on of litigation, and the professional town agent 
is prepared, and in many cases, we have no doubt, is employed, 
to transact the whole of his country client’s agency work. Butin 
practice country solicitors have availed themselves very largely 
of the services of the recognized law stationers for some part of 
the agency work. 


Professional and Lay Agents. 

IN A LETTER from a correspondent treating of this matter it is 
suggested that an effort should be made to establish a Law 
Agency run by solicitors on their own account. But in effect 
Law Agencies of this nature already exist, whose names are 
perfectly well known to our readers, and who, we believe, carry 





on agency work on efficient and sound lines. The needs and 
10 
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wishes of country solicitors have, rightly or wrongly, led to 
this division of business between professional and lay agents, 
and it is, we imagine, likely to continue; and the failure of 
ATHERTONS seems rather to indicate the danger of running a 
business on unsound, though attractive, lines, than the necessity 
of a new agency. 


_ Lord Hewart and the McNaghten Rules. 


THE ANCIENT maxim Salus. populi suprema lex received a 
new interpretation at the Lancet Centenary Dinner on 29th 
November, when, in calling on Lord Hewart to propose the toast 
of the profession of medicine, Sir Donatp MacALisTER translated 
it: salus populi, the medical profession: suprema lex, the Lord 
Chief Justice of England. The speech of the Lord Chief Justice 
naturally paid tribute to the virtues of both the medical and legal 
professions: “‘ With the single exception of the law, there is 
no greater, no wiser, no more humane profession than that of 
medicine.” But apart from these mutual flatteriers, there was 
an interesting reference to the one suggestion for altering the Rules 
in McNaghten’s Case made by the recent Report of Lord Justice 
Arxin’s Committee. A person in committing a crime may 
through insanity not know what he is doing; or realising what 
he is doing, he may not know that itis wrong. A third alternative 
is now suggested, that he should know what he is doing, and 
know that it is wrong, but that through mental disease he should 
do it under an uncontrollable impulse. As to this, said Lord 
Hewart: “I express no opinion, but one thing is clear. If 
that is indeed to be the law—and salus populi suprema lex— 
I do not suggest that we shall launch out upon a sea which has 
no shore, but, at any rate, we shall launch upon a sea of which 
the shores are far more widely separated than are the shores 
which, as lawyers, we have hitherto known.” Coming from the 
head of the administration of the Criminal Law, although not 
uttered with final deliberation, the words are noteworthy. 


Constitutional Law and the Political Crisis. 


A pRoBLEM of much interest to students of Constitutional 
Law has arisen as the result of Mr. Batpwin’s recent defeat 
at the polls. Normally, a defeated Ministry resigns, either 
immediately, or after meeting Parliament and being met with 
a hostile vote; but such a result only follows as a matter of 
established usage when there is an opposition party which com- 
mands a majority of the House of Commons. That is not the 
present situation, so that normal precedents no longer apply. 
The question, however, is not entirely one of first impression. 
A very similar situation arose in 1854, 1858, and 1867, when 
Lord Dersy and Mr. Disrak.t, although in a minority, took 
office and endeavoured to carry on the Queen’s Government. 
In each of these years the Dersy-Disragtt Conservatives, 
the protectionist party, were in a minority—about 300 members 
in a House of 672. But there were three opposition parties, 
none of which commanded a majority. There were the PEELITE 
Conservatives, some fifty in number, of whom Mr. GLapsToNE 
was the most celebrated. There were the Whigs, led by Russeu 
and PALMERSTON, some 250 in number. There were, finally, 
the Manchester Radicals, led by CoppEN and Bricut, some 
seventy-two in number. It was uncertain whether the PEELITES 
—who rather resembled the recent Coalition Liberals—would 
support Lord Dersy; but they soon made it clear that they 
would not, although willing to support Lord PatMerston and 
a Whig Ministry. It was equally uncertain whether the Radicals 
would act under the Whigs. Therefore, in each case, the Con- 
servatives carried on the government of the country until they 
were defeated in the House of Commons by a coalition of the other 
three parties. In 1854 and 1858 this coalition took a long time 
to form and therefore the Conservatives held office for some 
months with the tacit support of the other parties. 


Political Coalitions. 


In 1867 the circumstances were different. The Pee.rres, in 1859 
had finally become amalgamated with the Whigs, and the Radicals 





were reconciled to that group; but the “Adullamite Liberal? 
had abandoned the Liberal Ministry over their Reform of thy 
Franchise proposals. It soon became clear, however, that th 
*‘Adullamites ” would not support Disrak.i, and therefore 

latter appealed to the country—unsuccessfully. Generalh 
speaking, between 1854 and 1868, the Liberals under PaLMERgqgy 
and RusseLt governed the country, although in a minority, 
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relying on the support of the Conservatives against Radigl 


attacks, and of the Radicals against Conservative proposak, 
But in 1859 the Conservatives and Radicals joined hands mog 
unexpectedly to defeat Lord PatmErsTon over the celebrated 
“Don Pacifico” incident, when Lord PaLmMerston bombarded 
Athens as a penalty for non-payment of compensation due tog 
naturalized British subject of Greeco-Jewish descent—th 
occasion when there was enunciated by Sir ALEXANDR 
CockBURN the famous “Civis Romanus Sum” doctrine. But 
Lord PALMERSTON appealed to the country and got a majori 
over Conservatives and Radicals alike, unseating all his leading 
opponents. Although the circumstance of the cases we haw 
cited are not quite on all fours with the present situation, they 
are sufficiently in point, we fancy, to afford support to the view 
that Mr. BaLpwin is under no constitutional obligation to resig 
unless and until he meets Parliament and is there defeated ona 
hostile vote of no confidence. 


Habeas Corpus and Extradition. 

LAWYERS have been so accustomed to regard a writ of habes 
corpus as the appropriate remedy to question the decision ofa 
magistrate who commits a prisoner for extradition under the 
procedure of the Extradition Act, 1870, that primd facie som 
surprise will be felt on finding such a remedy declared 
inappropriate to review such a decision on the ground of fresh 
evidence ; yet the Divisional Court has just done this in Ret ¥, 
Governor of Brixton Prison, ex parte Perry, Times, 11th inst, 
The general procedure is as follows: The foreign country in 
which the alleged crime occurs sends a request to the Hom 
Secretary for the extradition of the criminal, and furnishes with 
the request a precis of the evidence relied on. The Hom 
Secretary, in a proper case, then causes the arrest of the prisonet, 
and he is brought before a petty sessional court which consides 
whether or not there is a primd facie case against him, just as it 
does at the preliminary investigation of an English indictable 
offence before committing the prisoner for trial. The discretion 
of the magistrates seems to be the same in both classes of pre 
ceedings: 1.¢., they can refuse to commit—(1) if there is no primé 
facie case, and (2) if of opinion that no jury would convith 
Otherwise it is their duty to commit: In re Meunier, 18%, 
2 Q.B. 415, per Mr. Justice Cave, at p. 418. So far so good. 
After committal by the magistrate the Home Secretary, undét 
s. 11 of the Extradition Act, still has a discretion as to whethet 
or not he will extradite the prisoner; in other words, he has# 
statutory right to drop proceedings similar to the Attorney 
General’s common law right of Nolo Prosequi. If the magistralt 
commits, his decision can be'questioned by prerogative writ il 
any case in which a similar decision in the preliminary investigr 
tion of an English indictable offence could be so questi 
Therefore Habeas Corpus would lie if the magistrate has usurped# 
jurisdiction he does not possess, but not merely to review bis 
decision on the merits whether of fact or law: In re Arton, 18%, 
1 Q.B. 509 ; Rex v. Governor of Holloway, 1902, 71 L.J., K.B. 9% 
A wider rule of interference—namely, to prevent any substan 
miscarriage of justice—was sugge8ted in Re Castioni, 18%) 
1 Q.B. 149; but this the Divisional Court have refused to follow 
in the case on which we are commenting. Here there was# 
dispute as to the identity of the man whose extradition WH 
demanded, and after the magistrate’s order of committal, frem@ 
evidence to show that there had been a mistake was 0 
This, the Court has decided, cannot be reviewed by Habet 
Corpus. But they also hinted that, in a doubtful case, % 
Home Secretary might properly use his statutory power # 
refuse extradition, . 
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Meaning of “ Price” in a Charter-party Freightage Clause. 
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“que Court oF Appeal has upheld by a majority, Bankes and 
Ar, L.JJ., Scrutron, L.J., dissenting, Times, 12th inst., 
the decision of Mr. Justice BAILHACHE in Hansen v. Gabriel Wade 
snd English, Limited. The point at issue is one of great import- 
ance, as a number of cases raised the same question of law, 
turning on the construction of an agreed clause added to charters 
af ships in the North Sea trade by an arrangement between 
feandinavian shipowners and British timber merchants in 
February, 1920. It was the desire to preserve these special 
dauses that led some leading representatives of the timber trade 
to oppose the enactment of the agreed Hague Rules in the 
(arriage of Goods by Sea Bill. The clause in issue related to the 
rte of freight payable under the charter-party and contained 
these words :—‘“ if and when the price of good-class bunker coal 
ordinarily used in this trade is reduced to 80s. per ton, the freight 
to be 10s. per standard less.” This seems simple and clear. 
Unfortunately, the clause does not define “ price.” ‘“‘ Prices” 
ina contract of sale are of five recognised kinds, according as the 
invoiced price is (1) loco, (2) f.o.b., (3) ¢. & £., (4) ¢.i-f., (5) franco 
utimo. All these invoices, except the first, apply to prices which 
include expenses of forwarding in differing degrees, in addition 
fo the vendor’s selling price for a commodity to be collected 

the purchaser at the vendor's place of business. All except 
the first and second may be excluded from our present considera- 
tion, since the third, fourth and fifth contemplate carriage 
of the goods sold; whereas in the charter-party the coal is 
dbviously coal to be delivered on board the ship using it. So 
the question remains whether the “ price” means the price 
“loco,” i.e., including nothing except the pit-mouth cost of the 
wal, or is “ f.0.b.,” «e., includes the charges necessarily paid 
inorder to get the things on board the vessel. For the purposes 
ofthe present case, the extra items in dispute beyond pit-mouth 
prices, were (1) a brokerage of 5 per cent. paid by all foreign 
ships loading coal in an English port, and (2) “ leadage,” «.e., 
the cost of forwarding the coal from pit-mouth to the port. If 
the former was included, the price of coal still remained abovt 
Ws. per ton, so that no reduction of freight accrued. But if 
“brokerage ” were excluded from price, even although 
“Teadage ” remained in price, then the “ price ” fell to leas than 
Ws., and the freight must be reduced accordingly under the 
dause. The Court of Appeal upheld this latter contention, 
and held that the lower rate of freight was payable. 


Identification by Photographs. 

Tux use oF the photograph in legal proceedings is attended 
with more danger and inconvenience than might at first be 
imagined, and one of the uses to which the courts will not allow 
aphotograph to be put was illustrated by the case of R. v. Goss, 
Times, 11th inst., in the Court of Criminal Appeal. In that case 
the principal witnesses were called upon to identify the appellant, 
who was appealing against a conviction of housebreaking, and 
it appeared that before these witnesses were actually taken to 
identify the appellant himself, they were taken into a room 
ad shown a number of photographs; and that from these 
eereerhe they picked out the photograph of the appellant. 

Lord Chief Justice, commenting on this procedure, said that, 
ithough there were no doubt cases where the police might legally 
: photographs, they should not be used for the purpose of 

identification of someone whom the witnesses were going to 
we afterwards, and that such a course made it possible that 
wuspicions of unfairness, however unfounded, might afterwards 
ttixe. There being other unsatisfactory points about the trial, 
and in view of the fact that there was strong evidence of an 
alibi, the conviction was quashed. The Lord Chief Justice 
tho intimated that he could not see what legitimate or honest 
purpose the preliminary showing of the photographs was intended 
Weerve. It seems, however, conceivable that the police adopted 
this line of conduct for the purpose of, in some way, saving time 


Admissibility of Photographs in Evidence. 


IN MATRIMONIAL CASES, the courts seem to have shown special 
aversion to the admission of photographs in evidence, and in 
Frith v. Frith and Paice, 1896, P. 74, GorRELL BaRNEs, J., 
refused to act on the evidence of a photograph alone and said, 
‘* T am continually asked to do so ; but it should be known that 
it is not the practice of the Court except under very spetial 
circumstances, to act upon a photograph alone. It is high time 
that this should be understood.” In Hills v. Hills and Easton, 
31 T.L.R. 541, a photograph was, however, admitted as 
evidence of identification, the learned judge observing thatit was 
a very striking one and that there were such surrounding circum- 
stances as to justify the court in acting upon it. Reverting 
to the use of photographs in criminal proceedings, the case of 
R. v. Tolson, 4 F. & F. 103, provides an interesting contrast 
to the present case. There, on an indictment for bigamy, & 
photographic likeness of the first husband was allowed to be 
shown to the witnesses present at the first marriage in order to 
prove his identity with a person mentioned in the marriage 
certificate. In that case the subject of the photograph appears 
to have been in India at the time of the hearing of the action 
and consequently comparatively inaccessible. In the present 
instance, however, the procedure of identification by means of 
photographs, when the person whom it is sought to identify 
is himself available, seems exceptionable on the principle of the 
general rule that secondary evidence is inadmissible until it be 
shown that the production of primary évidence is out of the 
party’s power. It certainly seems expedient that the courts 
should preserve a cautious attitude with regard to the use of 
photographs in legal proceedings, not only in cases of the above 
nature, but also in cases affecting easements, accidents, etc., 
especially when we bear in mind that even photographic experts 
themselves can hardly venture to deny that a photograph 
frequently fails hopelessly to reproduce the correct proportion 
and perspective of the object which it is intended to illustrate. 


Collusion by Payment of Costs in Advance. 


A currous pornt arose in Rudderham v. Rudderham and 
Perkins, Times, 4th inst., in which the President intimated that 
a pre-arrangement for the payment of petitioner’s costs by the 
co-respondent in a divorce suit would be regarded as evidence 
of collusion. In the actual case the divorce decree had already 
been made absolute before this evidence came before the notice of 
the court; anda decree absolute cannot be re-opened. The court, 
in fact, discovered the facts through subsequent proceedings 
arising out of the taxation of costs. It appeared that the 
co-respondent in January, 1921—the dates are important— 
had paid to an agent for the petitioner a sum of £100 as the 
agreed costs of a suit for divorce by the latter. This suit was 
not instituted until June 1922, eighteen months later, and the 
petitioner alleged adultery at dates subsequent to January 1921. 
The primé facie inference certainly is that the sum of £100 
was paid as part of a collusive bargain, that the co-respondent 
was to give the petitioner grounds for a divorce. It is possible, 
however, that the facts may really have been different. There 
may have been ample grounds for a divorce prior to the agree- 
ment of January, 1921, but it may have been easier to prove 
the subsequent adultery, and therefore counsel would naturally 
rely on the latter—which was not questioned—in the petition ; 
so that the moral is possibly not so clear as the learned President 
evidently considered it. Nevertheless, it is obvious that pay- 
ments to finance a divorce petition on the part of the co-respondent 
are undesirable, and may lead to abuse ; so that the President’s 
warning of the court’s attitude in such a case will prove 
useful to practitioners. 





A Reuter’s message from Mainz, of the 9th inst., says: For 
the first time since 1914 a football match was pla here to-day 
between a French and a German team. The nch won by 


five goals to none. There will be a return match. 
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The New Workmen’s Compensation 
Act. 


I, 


THE brief autumn session which concluded the life of the late 
Parliament was almost wholly occupied with one very important 
measure—the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1923. The subject 
has been before the House on several occasions during recent 
years, and a general desire for the codification of the law of 
workmen’s compensation has frequently been expressed. It 
was agreed, however, that some amendment of the existing 
law ought to precede its consolidation; and in May, 1919, a 
Departmental Committee presided over by Mr. Homan GreEGory, 
K.C., was appointed to inquire into the working of the present 
system of payment of compensation to workmen for injuries 
sustained in the course of employment ; to consider the desir- 
ability of establishing State control or supervision of accident 
assurance ; and to report what alterations of the law would be 
required to remedy the defects disclosed by experience. 

This Committee presented its report in July of the following 
year. After exhaustive inquiries and careful comparisons of 
our own law of workmen’s compensation with that of other 
countries, the conclusion was reached that amendments of the 
existing law should be directed principally towards—(a) the 
elimination of all cases of failure to obtain compensation owing 
to the inability of the employer to pay ; (b) the restriction of the 
expenses and profits of workmen’s compensation business. 
The principle of compulsory insurance against workmen’s com- 
pensation risks was recommended in the case of every employer 
except the Crown, local or public authorities, statutory companies, 
and householders in respect of servants not employed for the 
purpose of trade or business. State supervision of the rates of 
premium of insurance companies was advocated, and numerous 
suggestions were made with a view to extending the scope of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and to increasing the 
benefits to workmen and their dependents conferred thereby. 

The present Act is founded mainly on the recommendations 
of the Committee, although in several important respects it 
differs considerably from their proposals. The principle of 
compulsory insurance has been rejected on the ground that its 
adoption would involve additional cost and the creation of a great 
deal of additional machinery at a time when it appears inoppor- 
tune to incur this expenditure. The radical alteration which it 
would necessitate during a period when industry as a whole 
is undergoing reconstruction was also urged in opposition to the 
proposal. The Act, therefore, will not meet the hard cases, 
such as were instanced by Judge Rugee, K.C., in the striking 
evidence which he gave before the Committee. In each of these 
the man was killed and left a widow and family. In each case 
an award for a considerable sum of money, £250 to £300, was 
made and the employer really had nothing, and the amounts will 
never be paid. The sense of grievance produced by hardships 
such as these can only be removed by a system of compulsory 
insurance. 

The priority accorded, in the case of the insolvency of the 
employer, to debts due in respect of workmen’s compensation 
has done something to mitigate these hardships and the principle 
receives a further extension in s. 19 of the new Act. The old 
limitation of one hundred pounds in any individual case on the 
amount due by way of compensation to which priority is accorded 
unders.5(3)of the principal Act (7.e.,the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1906), is removed. And it is provided that where a receiver 
is appointed on behalf of the holder of any debentures of a 
company secured by a floating charge, or possession is taken by 
the debenture-holders of any property comprised in the charge, 
then, if the company has not entered into any contract of insurance 
in respect of their compensation risks, the amount due on account 
of any compensation shall be included amongst the debts which, 
under s. 107 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, are to 
be paid in priority to all other debts. 





The Holman Gregory Committee also recommended that then 
should be state supervision of rates of premium. The objeg 
was to secure that a reasonable proportion of the premiumy 
paid should go in respect of compensation. The recommendation 
has not been included in the Act, but by a voluntary agreement 
with the Accident Offices Association, an attempt has bee, 
made to achieve similar results. Under this agreement, duri 
the next three years, the loss ratio which the total amount paj 
by the companies under the Association in any year in respect 
of compensation bears to the total amount of the premium 
received by the companies in that year, is to be not less thay 
60 per cent. After three years the proportion may be raised 
to 62% per cent. In 1921 the proportion is believed to have been 
not more than about 37 per cent. 

One of the most serious defects of former Acts was that 
did not make adequate provision for the case of a widow 
with young children. Steps are taken under s. 2 to re 
this by a general increase in the compensation payable in respect 
of dependents. The Act in this matter also does not go 
far as the recommendations of the Committee. Their full 
proposals, if carried into effect, would have imposed a h 
liability on industry amounting on the whole to £800 in th 
average case. The Act places the maximum amount of com 
pensation payable to dependents at £600. If the higher figuy 
is really necessary in order that proper provision should be made 
for the support of fatherless families, it is not easy to see m 
what reasonable grounds it can be opposed. In most cases the 
employer personally does not meet the charge. It is met by 
insurance, and the cost of insurance is added to the cost of 
production and paid by the consumer. The full liability for 
all its human wreckage ought, it is submitted, in every instance 
to be a first charge upon industry, and it is a serious blot 
our industrial organisation that after such a disaster as that 
which occurred recently at Redding, an appeal for subscriptions 
has to be made in order that every widow may receive at least 
£1 per week as long as she lives, the eldest child 7s. 6d. and the 
next 6s. and so on, until the children reach the age of fifteen, 

Accidents arising out of some breach of regulation or mix 
conduct on the part of the workman, resulting in death or serious 
and permanent disablement, have frequently led to litigation 
Probably the Act of 1906 was designed to secure compensation 
in such cases. But it was argued against compensation, that 
the accident did not ‘‘ arise out of and in the course of” the 
man’s employment. The case of Bourton v. Beauchamp and 
Beauchamp, 1920, W.N. 214, following the earlier case in the 
House of Lords of The Lancashire & Yorkshire Railway Company 
v. Highley, 1917, A.C. 352, was decided against the workman 
on these grounds. Section 7 of the new Act includes such cases. 
It provides that notwithstanding the contravention of any 
statutory or other regulation of his employment, or even d 
express orders, by the workman, the accident will be deemed to 
arise out of and in the course of his employment, if the workma 
was acting for the purposes of and in connection with his 
employer’s trade or business. We print the text of the Ad 
elsewhere. 


(To be continued.) 








Death Duties and Settled Legacies. 


As 1s well known, the decisions imthe Chancery Division aad 
the Court of Appeal since 1914 have involved the question of the 
liability for death duties on funds settled by the will of a testatet 
in a good deal of difficulty, but a leading judgment tending ® 
remove the difficulty was delivered by Lord STERNDALE, MB 
in Re Wedgwood, 1921, 1 Ch. 601, and in an article, 65 Sot. J., 65, 
in which we discussed this and the earlier cases, we expressed ¢ 

hope that this judgment would be regarded as decisive of tht 
matter, and in Re Beecham (reported elsewhere), it appears # 
have been so regarded in the Court of Appeal, though not 
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Byz, J., whose judgment, 1923, W.N. p. 254, was reversed. 
The short point is whether, when a testator makes provision 
for paymert out of residue of all “ death duties,” he refers only 





r 
anendalll to the duties payable in respect of his own death, or means the 
agreement jg words to be of universal application, and, in the case of settled 
has been ies, to include the duties payable in the future on the death 
ont, duri of a tenant for life. The inconvenience of the latter result 
nount paid fy has frequently been pointed out, since it defers for an indefinite 
in respect - the division of the residue: see per SarGant, J., in 
premiums Stoddart, 60 Sox. J., 586; 1916, 2 Ch. 444. Indeed, as he 
; less than observed, some part of the residue must be kept to answer 
be raised I not only existing duties, but also any fresh duties which might 
have been | beimposed. But there have been several cases in which the will 
has been held to have this effect: see, for example, Re Stoddart, 
that ; Re Tinkler, 1917, 1 Ch. 242; Re Parker, 117 L.T. 422; 
widow % L.J. Ch. 706. Indeed, it appeared to have become settled 
to remedy that a construction of the will must be adopted which could 
in respect hardly have been contemplated by the testator, and which was 
not go a jm productive of delay and inconvenience in the administration of 
Their ful] # the estate. : 
1 a heavy A different turn was given to the matter by the judgment 
00 in the i of Lord SreRNDALE in Re Wedgwood, supra. There is, indeed, 
it of com. Mm the consideration that the difficulty has long existed, in theory 
ther at least, in regard to legacy duty, but there are practical con- 
d be made siderations which make the result much less burdensome in 
to see on fm thatcase. The rate of duty is fixed ; it is as a rule at the same 
cases the i tate for tenant for life and remaindermen and is paid in a lump 
is met by J sum on the death of the testator; and in any case it can be 
1e cost of jm madily commuted. “There is,” said Lord STeRNDALE, “ this 
ibility for #} bare possibility, that the rates of legacy duty may be altered 
y instance ( by ex post facto legislation affecting the estates of persons who 
is blot on have died before the legislation, and whose estates are already 
r as that [ incourse of administration, but it is so unlikely as to be negligible. 
scriptions But with estate duty it is different. Experience shows that the 
re at least # duty is subject to periodical increase, and it is impossible to 
1. and the # saythat the limit has been reached. Moreover, it is not chargeable 
fifteen, ata fixed rate, but, curiously enough, owing to the rule of aggrega- 
or mis i tion, depends, upon the death of the tenant for life, on matters 
or serious (@ Which have nothing to do with the settled legacy and the testator’s 
litigation, # estate. It is difficult, said Lord StERNDALE, to see how in many 
pensation ses the executors can provide for such a duty without delaying 
tion, that j@ the administration of the estate for years ; and he said, agreeing 
> of ” the Mm with Swinren Eapy, L.J., in ‘Re Parker, that while difficulties 
ramp and fm of administration could not destroy the clear meaning of a 
se in the  testator’s words, yet it must be quite clear that the words created 
Company the difficulty. 
workman It is no doubt impossible to get over words in a will which 
ach cases. ly point to payment of death duties arising in the future, 
1 of any MM but it should be recognized that the primd facie effect of words 
- even of i throwing death duties on the residue is to throw on the residue 
leemed to ™ ly duties which are payable at the testator’s own death. 
workman | “If it be intended,” said Lord STERNDALE, “ to postpone this 
with his date to that of payment or transference to the ultimate 
the Act #§ beneficiary, words should be used clearly expressing that intention. 


Itcan, of course, be done, but I think it should be done by clear 
words,” and he found no such words in the will in that case. A 
more recent decision to the same effect is Re Duke of Sutherland, 
1922, 2 Ch. 782, where Sareant, J., said: “ Although each will 
: has to be construed by its own particular language, still, if the 


AC1€S. @ result of one construction is to impose a very heavy burden and 
ss one that is difficult of calculation, and the other construction is 
ision ad Hi to result; in something workable, then, in the case of there being 
on of the ing to choose between the two, the court would lean towards 
1 testator second construction rather than the first.” The case of Re 





Beechom now carries the principle to its legitimate conclusion, 
tad the adoption by Sir Ernest Poitock, M.R., of the judgment 






. J., 60M otLord SrernDaLe in Re Wedgwood may be taken as an indication 
essed the Hi that only where the testator has expressed the clearest intention 
ve of tht to throw future estate duties on to residue will this be done. It 





Wil not be done on the strength of mere general wordg referring 
to“ all death duties.” The result does not make it less necessary 
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for the draftsman to use in a will expressions expressly confining 
in this way the direction for payment of duties. This will 
continue to be a feature of every well-drawn will, and is a proper 
precaution in order to avoid any question as to the meaning. 
But where this precaution has not been used, the court, it may be 
anticipated, will not in future ascribe to the testator an 
inconvenient and hardly practicable intention. 























Reviews. 
Arbitration. 


RUSSELL ON THE PoWER AND Duty OF AN ARBITRATOR, and the 
Law of Submissions and Awards and References under Order 
of Court, with an Appendix of Forms, Precedents and Statutes. 
Eleventh Edition. By W. BowsTeaD, Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons, Ltd; Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. £2 2s. net. 
Although the law keeps up the tradition that the jurisdiction 

of the courts may not be ousted by the contract of the parties, yet 

the time has gone by when arbitration was looked upon as a 

procedure to be discouraged, and indeed it is a question whether 

arbitration does not rather encourage litigation than otherwise. 

At any rate, it often has its sequel in the courts, as the vast array 

of cases—some 2,500 in number—which are included in the Table 

of Cases to the new edition of ‘“‘ Russell,’”’ testify. . As is well 
known, the rule that the jurisdiction may not be ousted has been 
countered by the device of insurance companies under which no 
action lies against them until an award has been made under the 

arbitration clause in the policy: Scott v. Avery,*5 H.L.C. 511; 

and in fact, too, arbitration enjoys preferential treatment under 

s. 4 of the Arbitration Act, 1889, under which an action com- 

menced in breach of an arbitration clause may be stayed at the 

instance of the defendant, provided he applies in time; that is, 
before he has taken any step in the proceedings. This provision 

is of great importance in practice, and the section of Part I, 

** References by Consent out of Court,” in which it is discussed, 

is a good example of the lucid arrangement and careful exposition 

which characterize the work. 

The chief statute affecting arbitration which has been passed 
since the last edition is the Acquisition of Land (Assessment 
of Compensation) Act, 1919, which to a large extent su es 
the arbitration provisions of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, and the 
principles for assessing compensation under that statute, and this 
and other special statutes providing for arbitration are con- 
sidered at the commencement of the book. As is well known, 
arbitration under the Friendly Societies Acts and the Building 
Societies Acts have produced no small amount of litigation, 
largely, as in Willis v. Wells, 1892, 2 Q.B. 225, and Palliser vy. Dale, 
1897, 1 Q.B. 257, as to the nature of the disputes between members 
and the society, which are the subject of arbitration. And when 
a matter is within the scope of an arbitration clause, whether 
statutory or contractual, it is by no means always the case that 
the award will achieve finality, and there are many grounds on 
which the court may send it back to the arbitrator or even 
set it aside. In general, if the award is on its face, a 
dissatisfied party cannot object that it is either bad in law or 
contrary to the facts. Persons who submit their cases to 
arbitrators know, it has been said, that the arbitrators are not 
infallible, and they consent to take them with all their faults : 
per Alderson, B., in Phillips v. Evans, 13 L.J. Ex. 80. But if 
the award is bad on the face of it, either as to fact or law, the 
case is different, and so it was laid down in affirmation of previous 
decisions by Lord Haldane, L.C., in British Westi &c., 
Co. v. F und, &c., Co., 1912, A.C. 673. This question 
of setting aside the award is another matter on which the present 
edition is very full and informing. It is obvious that arbitration 
has many pitfalls for the uninitiated, and pp. 419, 420 on the 
proprietor of a lay arbitrator being entitled to obtain professional 
advice are interesting. ‘‘ Where,”’ said Coleridge, J., in Threlfall 
v. Fanshawe, 1850, 19 L.J., Q.B. 334, at p. 334, ** parties appoint 
a lay arbitrator, if the reference is to be —— toa e con- 
clusion, it is almost of necessity that he should have professional 
assistance in the conduct of it and in framing the award.”” Atten- 
tion may also be called to the sections on Costs, and on References 
for Trial, and to the Appendix of Forms; and the Arbitration 
Act, 1889, the sections of which are considered seriatim in the 
text is usefully given again free from notes in an Appendix 
with other relevant statutes, and the relevant R.S.C. 
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Jacoss, Esq., B.A., Barrister-at-Law, assisted by C. E. SMALLEY 
BAKER, Esq., B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 
42s. net. 

Digest.—The English and Empire Digest, with complete 
and exhaustive annotations. Being a complete Digest of 
every English case reported from early times to the present day, 
with additional cases from the Courts of Scotland, Ireland, the 
Empire of India, and the Dominions Beyond the Seas, and 
including complete and exhaustive annotations, giving all the 
subsequent cases in which Judicial opinions have been given 
concerning the English cases digested. Yol. 12. Contract. 
Butterworth & Co. 

Bankruptcy.—The Bankruptcy Act, 1914, and the Deeds 
of Arrangement Act, 1914. With the Rules, Forms, Scales 
of Costs, Fees, and Percentages, and the Board of Trade and 
Court Orders and Regulations, and a Special Appendix of Notes 
and Forms for practical use, etc., etc., with a commentary 
thereon. By C. TrypALE Davis, Barrister-at-Law, and 
J. R. J. JOHNSTONE, 1.8.0., of the Board of Trade. Being the 
8th Edition of the original commentary by His Honour Judge 
Chalmers, and the late Edwin Hough. Waterlow & Sons, Ltd. 
£1 11s. 6d. net. Post free, £1 12s. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


In re Sir JOSEPH BEECHAM: WOLLY v. BEECHAM. 
No. 1. 3rd and 4th December. 


WILL—COoNsTRUCTION—REsIDUARY EsTATE—DIRECTION FOR 
PAYMENT THEREOUT OF ‘‘ ALL DUTIES OF EVERY KIND ON 
EVERY PART OF MY ESTATE’’—-ANNUITIES AND SETTLED 
LEGACIES—FUTURE DEATH DuTIES PAYABLE—WHETHER 
PAYABLE OUT OF RESIDUE—FINANCE Act, 1894, 57 & 58 
Vict. c. 30, ss. 2 (1), 5, 8 (4), FINANCE AcT, 1914, 4 & 5 Geo. 5, 
c. 10, s. 14. 

A testator directed his trustees to stand possessed of his residuary 
estate upon trust inter alia to pay ‘‘ all death duties of every kind 
on every part of my estate including my business assets (except as 
hereinbefore expressly provided) and so that this direction shall 
operate to exonerate any part of my estate which otherwise or might 
be charged with or liable for any death duties.” 


Held, that this was a direction to pay out of residue all death 
duties payable at the death of the testator, but not to pay future 
duties which would arise later on the deaths of annuitants or tenants 
for life of setiled legacies under the will. 


Decision of Eve, J., 1923, W.N. 254, reversed. 








Appeal from a decision of Eve, J. By his will dated in 
September, 1916, Sir Joseph Beecham appointed certain trustees 
to be his ‘‘ managing trustees,’’ and having given certain annuities 
and legacies ‘‘ free of duty,’”’ directed his managing trustees to 
transfer all his business assets to a private limited company 
to be formed after his death, and to hold certain of the shares in 
trust for his son, Sir Thomas Beecham, and his issue. He then 
gave all his residuary estate to his managing trustees to pay his 
debts, etc., and, by clause 26, sub-clause (3), ‘ all death duties 
of every kind on every part of my estate including my business 
assets (except as hereinbefore expressly provided) and so that this 
direction shall operate to exonerate any part of my estate which 
otherwise would or might be charged with or liable for any death 
duties.”” He then gave his residue in four portions for his four 
daughters, to be held by his custodian trustee in trust for each 
daughter and herissue. The testator died on 23rd October, 1916. 
On 13th April, 1917, Sir Thomas Beecham and his brother, Henry 
Beecham, agreed to purchase from the executors all the property 
and assets of the testator, except the business and business assets 
and specifically bequeathed securities for £475,000, and the 
agreement stipulated that the purchasers should indemnify the 
vendors and the testator’s estate against all claims. This 
summons was taken out by three trustees of the will to determine 
whether the purchasers, as becoming possessed of the residue, 
were under a liability to provide for future death duties which 
might become payable upon the cesser of annuities, or upon the 
death of life tenants or any persons taking life interests in the 
settled portions or funds under the will. The purchasers con- 
tended that the residuary estate, by clause 26, sub-clause (3), 
was only liable to pay death duties ascertainable and payable at 
the death of the testator. Eve, J., said that he would have been 
well content to adopt the construction contended for by the 
purchasers, but he was compelled to hold that the language 
of sub-clause (3) was so wide that all persons beneficially interested 
in the estate were entitled to immunity from death duties present 
and future, and therefore the purchasers were liable to the duty 


payable on the cesser of one of the annuities which had fallen} 
since the death and to all future duties payable on the cesser of th 


various life interests. The purchasers appealed. The Com 


allowed the appeal. Hy 

Sir ERNEsT Poezock, M.R., said that the will was dated in : 
two years after the Finance Act of 1914, which had abolish 
settlement estate duty, and in consequence of which future d 

would be payable on these determinable interests. His lordgh 
stated the facts, and having read clause 26, sub-clause (3), 
tinuing, said it was not contended that the latter words of 
clause added anything to the previous ones, but it was said that 
the clause as a whole was meant to include all the death dutig 
which might arise in all the various changes and chances of life, 
It was important, however, to notice that the clause spoke ¢ 
duties ‘“‘ on every part of my estate’ not “‘ on every interes 
in my estate.” og In re Parker, 117 L.T. 422 (a 

61 Sou. J. 431), it was held that the intention of the testator wag 
that all death duties which should from time to time arise should 
be paid out of the estate, but there the words were “ shall be free 
of legacy duty, succession duty, settlement estate duty and all 
other death duties,’ words which were much more explicit and 
definite than in the present case. In the case of In re Wedgwood, 
Allen v. Public Trustee, 1921, 1 Ch. 601, the words were “ free of 
all death duties,” and it was there held that In re Parker wa 
distinguishable, and it was said that what was provided for was no 
duties subsequently payable, but those immediately ascertainable 
on the death of the testator. It was difficult, as Lord Sterndale, 
M.R., said in that case, to lay down rules to govern all cases, 
but he said, 1921, 1 Ch. at p. 615, ‘“‘ In my opinion, the natunl 
time to ascertain the meaning of the words ‘free of death all 
duties ’ is when the legacies are paid, in the sense of having been 
transferred out and out from the testator’s estate, and this is 
shown more strongly to be the case when the expression, ‘to 
be paid free of all death duties ’ is found, as in this case. Ifit 
be intended to postpone this date to that of payment or trans 
ference to the ultimate beneficiary, words should be used clearly 
expressing that intention. It can, of course, be done, butI 
think it should be done by clear words, and I find no such words 
in this will.” Closely considering the words of the will in the 
present case, and applying the rule laid down by Lord Sterndale, 
it seemed to him (Sir Ernest Pollock) that the time for ascertaining 
what duties were payable was at the testator’s death, and he 
could not accept the view that the duties payable upon the 
termination of future interests should be paid out of the residue. 
To take the view that all death duties which might ever arise 
in the future would be a construction far too wide, and agains 
the principles of the construction taken by the Court of Appeal 
in In re Wedgwood. It seemed clear that the intention of the 
testator was that the managing trustees were to clear up the 
estate. Then they were to hand over to a custodian trustee, 
but while the estate was in the hands of the managing trustees 
death duties were to be provided for. To say under thos 
circumstances that In re Parker, supra, applied was unthinkable, 
and the appeal must therefore be allowed. 

Lords Justices WARRINGTON and SarGANT delivered 
ments to the same effect.—CouNsEL: Upjohn, K.C.,and K 
Corrie, for H. Beecham ; Owen Thompson, K.C., and W. Hutt, 
for Sir T. Beecham; Courthope Wilson, K.C..and H. E. Gardner} 
F. K. Archer, K.C., and W. P. Spens, for remaindermen ; Jenkin, 
K.C., and Mather, for trustees ; Gower, K.C., and J. E. Harman; 
Dighton Pollock; W. E. Vernon; Bryan Farrer; H. P. Glovt, 
and Beebee, for other parties interested. Soxticitors: H. Dade 
and Co.; Russell-Cooke & Co.; Alfred Bright & Sons; 
J. Hands & Son, for E. Berry & Co. Liverpool; Sharps 
Pritchard & Co., for Roderick Williams & Bardsley, Liverpodl; 
Baines & Baines, for Bremner, Sons & Corlett, Liverpool; 
Durrant Cooper & Hambling; Westbury, Preston & Stavridi; 
Rawle, Johnstone & Co., for R. W. H. Thomas, St. Helens; 
John B. & F. Purchase & Clark. 

[Reported by G. T. WaiTF1gLD Haygs, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


In re ENGELBACH’S ESTATE: TIBBETTS v. ENGELBACH. 
Romer, J. ist November. 


INSURANCE—ENDOWMENT PoLicy—oLicy MONEYS PAYABIB 
AT END OF TWENTY-ONE YEARS TO DAUGHTER OF ASSURED 
IF THEN ALIVE—ASSURED’S DEATH WITHIN PERIOD—DESTIN® 
TION OF Poticy Moneys—No Trust? FoR DAUGHTER. 

The mere fact that policy moneys are expressed to be paid wo 

somebody other than the assured does not make the assured a t 

of the policy or of the policy moneys for the person so nomt 
Cleaver v. The Mutual Reserve Fund Life Association, 189, 

1 Q.B. 147, followed. s 





This was a summons taken out by trustees asking whe 





certain sum formed part of the estate of their testator, or bel 
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to and was payable to the trustees of his daughter’s settlement 
as the assigns of his daughter. The facts were as follows: On 
$rd February, 1902, the testator took out an endowment policy 
with a life insurance society to provide for the payment of a sum 
of £3,000 on 3rd February 1923, if his daughter, then a few 
weeks old, should so long live, at an annual premium of £99. 
By the policy the sum of £3,000 was expressed to-be payable to 
the testator’s daughter, therein called the nominee, her executors, 
administrators or assigns, if she should survive 3rd February, 
1923, and if she should not survive that date all the premiums 
which should have been paid were to be repaid, without interest, 
to the testator, his executors, administrators or assigns. The 
testator paid the premiums down to and including that due in 
1911, but did not pay the premium due on 3rd February, 1912. 
By a resolution of the directors of the society, dated 3rd March, 
1912, and endorsed upon the policy, it was revived as a fully 
id-up policy for the reduced sum of £1,428 12s. with return in 
event of previous death. On 10th March, 1914, the testator 
made his will and thereby gave all his residuary estate to his 
trustees upon trust for his wife for life, and after her death upon 
trust for such of his children as his wife should by deed or will 
int, and in default of such appointment in trust for his 
dren in equai shares, and he directed that the share of his 
daughter should be retained by his trustees upon certain trusts 
therein set out. The testator died in 1916 leaving a widow and 
three children. His widow died on 23rd May, 1919, without 
having exercised the power of appointment given her by the will. 
‘The policy moneys were paid on the 9th February, 1923, and the 
receipt therefor given by the daughter. By a settlement, dated 
15th February, 1923, the daughter assigned the policy moneys to 
trustees upon certain trusts therein set out, but the moneys were 

id to a firm of solicitors to be retained by them on trust till 

court could decide who was entitled thereto. For the 
testator’s residuary legatees it was contended that the policy 
was nothing more than a contract to pay a third party, and that, 
therefore, the testator’s daughter could not ‘sue on it, and the 
testator had not constituted himself a trustee of it. 

Romer, J., after stating the facts, said: The daughter could, 
of course, claim these moneys if she had at the death of the 
testator a legal right to them, that is to say, a legal right to 
tecover the policy moneys from the society, because, though that 
legal right may have been given to her purely voluntarily by her 
father, still there would be no resulting trust in favour of the 
father, seeing that there would be a presumption of advancement. 
The only other ground upon which the daughter can claim these 
moneys as against the executors of her father would be that the 
father had in some way constituted himself a trustee for the 
daughter of the policy and of the moneys payable under the policy 
in the event of the daughter surviving 3rd February, 1923. It 
follows from the judgments of Lord Esher, M.R., and Lord 
Justice Fry in Cleaver v. The Mutual Reserve Fund Life Association 
(supra) that in the present case the daughter could not have 
enforced the contract in her own name against the insurance 
company, and that she is an absolute stranger to the contract 
which could have been put an end to by both of the contracting 
parties without her assent. It also follows from that decision 
that the mere fact that the policy moneys were expressed to be 
paid to somebody other than the assured does not make the 
assured a trustee of the policy or of the policy moneys for the 

n so nominated. That decision has been followed by 
, J., in In re Burgess’ Policy, 1915, 113 L.T.R. 443. In these 
circumstances I feel constrained by the authorities to which I have 
teferred to decide against the contention of the daughter, and I 
declare that the policy moneys form part of the estate of the 
testator.—CouNsEL: P. H. L. Brough; W. M. Hunt; Hughes, 
K.C., and Winterbotham ; Stamp. So.icrrors: Reynolds & Son ; 
Nash, Field & Co. 
[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


In re MERRALL: GREENER v. MERRALL. 
Tomlin, J. 22nd and 23rd October. 


Lonatic—WILL MADE WHILE compos mentis—DISCRETION OF 
CHANCERY DIVISION AS TO ENFORCING LUNACY ORDERS. 


Orders in lunacy are recognized and enforced in the Court of 
Chancery on the ground only that it would be against good conscience 
not to give effect to them, and the Court of Chancery is accordingly 

to say that, if the circumstances have so altered that to enforce 
them would produce greater inequality than if they were not enforced, 
then it will not enforce them. 


A testatriz’s estate was ordered to be distributed without regard to 
terlain orders in lunacy made therein. 


Summons to determine a question of hotchpoting. The facts 
Were as follows: In 1913 the testatrix made her will and in 1914 
e of unsound mind and a receiver was appointed under 
8.116 of the Lunacy Act, 1890. Of her six children one was of 


_Misound mind and another had died leaving two infant children. 
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The Master in Lunacy gave certain orders and directions upon 
summonses taken out by the receiver that the surplus income be 
applied between 1915 and 1922 in making allowances to the 
living children (other than the child of unsound mind) or their 








-wives, and for the maintenance and education of the two infant 


grandchildren. All these orders and directions substantially 
contained provisions that the allowances were to be treated as 
advances on account of the respective shares (if any) of the four 
children and the two grandchildren under the will of the testatrix, 
and to be brought into hotchpot on her death. In 1919 one of the 
four children died, and thereafter the allowance made to his wife 
was continued, but directed to be treated as an advancement on 
account of the share of his infant children. In 1921 one of the 
two grandchildren died and a reduced allowance was continued 
to the surviving grandson and directed to be treated as an 
advancement on account of his share. The testatrix’s will gave 
her residuary real and personal estate to trustees, upon trust for 
sale, and to hold the net residue in trust in equal shares for all 
her children living at her death, and for all or any the issue living 
at her death of the deceased daughter or of any other child who 
should die in her lifetime, such issue to take according to their 
stocks in equal shares the share or shares which their parents 
would have taken if living at her death, and so that no issue 
Should take whose parent was living at the death. Each of the 
two daughter’s shares was settled upon the usual trusts for 
themselves and their children, with a gift over in default of 
children by way of accruer to the shares originally given. One 
daughter who survived the testatrix died after her without having 
had any issue who survived the testatrix. 

Tomutn, J., after stating the facts, said: Different theories 
have been advanced as to the basis upon which the orders in 
lunacy are made, but I have come to the conclusion that they 
will be recognized and enforced in this court on the ground only 
that it would be against good conscience not to give effect to 
them as matters binding on the consciences of the recipients of 
the allowances: But if so, this court must necessarily be free 
to say that if the circumstances have so altered that to enforce 
them would produce greater inequality than if they were not 
enforced, then it would not enforce them. That is the conclusion 
I have come to in this case, and I propose therefore to deal with 
the case by directing that the testatrix’s estate shall be dis- 
tribu‘ed without regard to the directions contained in the orders 
in lunacy.—CouNSEL: W. Hunt; Church; Hecksher ; 
Braund; Fawell; Stamp; Potts. Soxticrrors: Corbin, Greener 
and Cook; Church, Rackham & Co. ; Marris & Shepherd. 

{Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—King’s Bench Division, 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL v. BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION. 
Div. Court. 2nd November. 


CHILDREN—OFFENCE—PROBATION—BREACH OF RECOGNIZANCE 
IN DIFFERENT LOCALITY=-SENT TO INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL— 
—PLAcE oF RESIDENCE—LIABILITY OF LOCAL AUTHORITY 
FOR MAINTENANCE—PROBATION OF OFFENDERS Act, 1907, 
7 Edw. 7, c. 17, ss. 1, 6 (5)}—CHILDREN Act, 1908, 8 Edw. 7, 
c. 67, ss. 58, 74 (1), (2), (3), (7). 


By s. 74 of the Children Act, 1908, it is provided that where a 
youthful offender or a child is ordered to be sent to a certified reform- 
atory school, the local authority of the district in which he resides 
must provide for his maintenance in the school, and that for the 
purposes of these provisions a child shall be presumed to reside 
in the place where the =~ was committed, or the circumstances 
which rendered him liable to be sent to a certified school occurred, 
unless it is proved that he resided in some other place. 

A child committed larceny at the town of B, and a probation 
order was made against him. He subsequently went to reside with 
his parents in L, and, while there, committed a breach of the con- 
ditions of probation by stealing £1 from his mother. Thereupon an 
order was made under which he was sent to an industrial school. 
Proceedings were commenced to determine the place of residence 
of the child for the purpose of ascertaining whether the local education 
authority at B or that in L was liable for his maintenance. 


Held, that the circumstances in s. 74 which rendered a child 
liable to be sent to a certified school were those set out in s. 58 (1), 


and that the breach of the conditions of ion was, therefore, 
not one of those circumstances ; and that place of residence was 
the place where the offence was committed which made the child a 


youthful offender, i.e., the original offence. 


Case stated by the stipendiary magistrate for Birmingham. 
In February, 1922, a child, aged eleven years, was with 
larceny and was placed on probation under the Probation of 
Offenders Act, 1907, for a period of twelve months, the conditions 
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being that he should be of good behaviour and should be under 
the supervision of the probation officer to whom he should report 
any change of address or employment. At the time when he 
was put on probation he was residing at Birmingham. In 
November, 1922, he went to reside with his parents in London. 
In February, 1923, he was charged at Birmingham with having 
broken the conditions of his probation, the probation officer 
giving evidence that since the end of July, 1922, he had been 
unable to trace the boy’s whereabouts, and that the boy had 
stolen £1 from his mother in London, with which he had come to 
Birmingham in February, 1923. Upon proof of the breach of the 
conditions, the boy was committed to an industrial school. 
From November, 1922, until his arrest in February, 1923, he 
resided with his parents at an address in Holloway. He was 
ordered to be sent to a certified industrial school, his place of 
residence being specified in the order as being the address at 
Holloway, which was within the London County Council area. 
The London County Council being aggrieved at the decision of 
the court as to the place of residence, applied, under s. 74 (7) 
of the Children Act, 1908, to the Birmingham stipendiary magis- 
trate sitting as a petty sessional court, and complained that the 
child was resident in Birmingham, in the area of the education 
authority of the City of Birmingham. The magistrate refused 
to transfer the liability to maintain the child, holding that the 
London County Council were liable for the maintenance of the 
child on the grounds that the breach of the conditions of probation 
took place while the boy was residing in London and that, unless 
such breach had taken place, the boy would not have been com- 
mitted to the industrial school. The London County Council 
appealed from this decision, and the magistrate stated this case. 

y s. 74 of the Children Act, 1908, it is provided: ‘“ (1) 
Where a youthful offender is ordered to be sent to a certified 
reformatory school, it shall be the duty of the council of the county 
or county borough in which he resides (to be specified in the 
order) to provide for his reception and maintenance in a certified 
reformatory school suitable to the case, having regard to the 
a ner yay of this part of this Act. (2) Where a child is 
ordered to be sent to a certified industrial school, it shall be the 
duty of the local education authority of the district in which he 
resides (to be specified in the order) to provide for bis reception 
and maintenance in a certified industrial school, suitable to the 
case, having regard to the requirements of this part of this Act. 
(3) For the purposes of the foregoing provisions of this section a 
youthful offender or child shall be presumed to reside in the 
place where the offence was committed, or the circumstances 
which rendered him liable to be sent to a certified school occurred, 
unless it is proved that he resided in some other place.” 

Lord Hewart, C.J., delivering judgment, said that it appeared 
by the provisions of s. 58 of the Children Act of 1908 that children 
might in various circumstances be sent to industrial schools. 
Section 58 (1) set out various circumstances in which a child 
under the age of fourteen might, subject to certain conditions, 
be sent to an industrial school (e.g., where the child was found 
begging or receiving alms). Sub-section (2) of s. 58 dealt with 
quite a different state of affairs: ‘‘ Where a child apparently 
under the age of twelve years is charged before a court of assize 
or quarter sessions or a petty sessional court with an offence 
punishable in the case of an adult by penal servitude or a less 
punishment, the court, if satisfied on enquiry that it is expedient 
so to deal with the child, may order him to be sent to a certified 
industrial school.’’ In such a case it was clear that a question 
might arise as to the child’s residence, because the answer to that 

uestion would determine the liability for his maintenance. 
at was provided for bys. 74. [His lordship read the first three 
sub-sections of that section.] The question arose as to the 
meaning of the words “ or the circumstances which rendered him 
liable to be sent to a certified school occurred.’’ In his opinion, 
those words referred to cases ins. 58. They were circumstances 
falling short of an offence—indeed, upon a totally different plane 
from an offence—which rendered a boy liable to be sent to a 
certified industrial school. The other part of the section clearly 
related to a case where an offence had been committed, and in 
the one case, as in the other, the boy was presumed to have 
resided at the decisive moment in the place where the offence was 
committed, or, in the alternative case, where those circumstances 
occurred, unless it was proved that he resided in some other place. 
It was said, on behalf of the respondents, that when a boy had 
failed to observe the conditions of his probation and justices 
proceeded to deal with bim because he had broken those con- 
ditions, then the circumstance which rendered him liable to be 
sent to a certified school was that breach of the conditions, and 
that the place where that breach of conditions occurred had to be 
looked to in order to see where his residence at the decisive 
moment was. Such a contention seemed to confuse the clear 
meaning of s-s. (3). There was a sharp contrast in that section 
between the committing of an offence, on the one hand, and, 
on the other hand, the occurring of circumstances rendering the 
child liable to be sent to a certified school. The breach of 
conditions of probation, in this case, was not, and could not be, 
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a circumstance rendering him liable to be sent to a certified schogl. 
Nor did the argument on behalf of the respondents derive 
real support from the provisions in the Probation of Offer 
Act, 1907. His lordship referred to the sections of that s : 
which had been adduced during the course of the argument, yig, 
s. 1 and s. 6 (5). He thought that on the facts of the case th 
only question for consideration was : Where was this boy residing 
at the time when the larceny which was proved against him 
committed ? The question where he was residing when the 
breach of the conditions of probation took place was entirely 
irrelevant. He thought that the appeal should be allowed. 

SANKEY, J., delivering judgment to the same effect, said thay 
he did not think that the breach of the conditions was an offe 
within the meaning of the word as used in s-s. (3) of s. 74. In 
view, the word ‘‘ offence ”’ as there used meant the offence which 
made the person in question a youthful offender, i.e., the origing 
offence. To read the section otherwise would be to produce greg 
difficulties. 

SALTER, J., delivered judgment to the same effect, and th 
appeal was allowed.—CouNsEL: Engelbach; W. N. Birkel, 
Soxicirors: D. P. Andrews; Sharpe, Pritchard & Co., for Th 
Town Clerk, Birmingham. : 

[Reported by J. L. DeNtson, Barrister-at-Law.] 


GIBSON v. REACH. Div. Ct. 2nd November. 


REVENUE—ENTERTAINMENTS Duty—PLACE OF ENTERTAD 
MENT—WINDOW LET FOR PURPOSE OF VIEWING PROCESSION— 
LiaBiLity oF Lessor TO TAX—FINANCE (NEW. DUTIEs) Act, 
1916, .6 Geo. V, c. 11, s. 1 (1), (2), (6)—FrNaNcE Act, 1922, 
12 & 13 Geo. V, c. 17, s. 11. 


The proprietor of a hotel let a window in his hotel to enable th 
lessee thereof to view a street procession demonstrative of the mir 
cellaneous trades and textile industries of the town in which the hold 
was situated. 

Held, that the window was a place of entertainment within 8.1 
of the Finance (New Duties) Act, 1916, and that the proprietor of 
the hotel was chargeable with entertainments duty. 


Case stated by Preston Justices. An information was laid 
against the respondent, Sidney Reach, the proprietor of the 
George Hotel, Friargate, Preston, for admitting one William 
Valentine on 6th September, 1922, for payment, to a certain 
place of entertainment, otherwise than in compliance with the 
provisions of s. 1 of the Finance (New Duties) Act, 1916. The 
following facts were stated in the case: In 1922 there was held 
at Preston a festival of the Preston Guild of Merchants. “ Guild 
week,” in September, was made the occasion of many ceremonies 
and festivities, which were attended by a large number of persons, 
Among these ceremonies were several processions which passed 
through many of the streets of the town. On Ween 
6th September, there was a procession demonstrative of 
miscellaneous trades and textile industries of the town. 
respondent let a window to William Valentine at a rent of S 
from 3rd to 9th September, 1923, together with the right t 
introduce friends and to use the room in which the window was 
situated in common with persons to whom other windows in 
same room were let for similar purposes. The terms provided 
that William Valentine and his friends might have access to the 
room at any time and for all purposes, but were not to spend the 
night there. William Valentine, with some friends, was p 
in the room on 6th September, 1922, during some of the time that 
the procession in question was passing the hotel. He was not 
admitted to the room with a ticket stamped with a stamp denoting 
that entertainments duty had been paid or otherwise in compliance 
with the provisions of s. 1 (2) of the Finance (New Duties) Act, 
1916, and no entertainments duty was paid on the payment by 
him as aforesaid of the said sum of £5 or any sum at all. The 
magistrates were of opinion that the sum of £5 above referred to 
was not a payment for admission to an entertainment c 
with entertainments duty, and that William Valentine was not 
admitted for payment to a place of entertainment where the 
payment was subject to entertainments duty. They therefore 
dismissed the information and stated this case. Among 
cases referred to in the course of the proceedi was Attorney 
General v. Swan, 66 Sou. J. 317; 1922, 1 K.B. 682. By s. 1 of 
the Finance (New Duties) Act, 1916, it is provided: ‘ (1) There 
shall, as from the fifteenth day of May nineteen hundred and 
sixteen, be charged . . . on all payments for admission to ret 
entertainment as defined by this Act an excise duty (in this Aet 
referred to as ‘ entertainments duty’) . . . (2) No person shall be 
admitted for payment to any entertainment where the paymentis 
subject to entertainments duty except (a) with a ticket 
with a stamp (not before used) denoting that the proper enter 
tainments duty has been paid; or (b) in special cases with the 
approval of the Commissioners through a barrier which, or by 
means of a mechanical contrivance which automatically 
the number of persons admitted ” [unless the proprietor has 
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arrangements approved by the Commissioners for 
ching returns.] “If any — is admitted for payment to 





e of entertainment and the provisions of this section are 
Sot complied with, the person admitted and the proprietor of the 
entertainment shall be liable” [to penalties.] ‘‘ (6) For the 
of the provisions of this Act relating to entertainments 
The expression ‘ entertainment’ includes any exhibition, 
nce, amusement, game or sport to which persons are 
admitted for payment; and the expression ‘ admission to an 
entertainment ’ includes admission to any place in which the 
entertainment is held; The expression ‘admission’ means 
admission as a spectator . . . The expression ‘ proprietor’ in 
relation to any entertainment includes any person responsible for 
the management thereof.’”’ By s. 11 of the Finance Act, 1922, it 
js provided: ‘“‘ For removing doubts, it is hereby declared that 
inments duty within the meaning of sect. 1 of the Finance 
lew Duties) Act, 1916, is by virtue of that Act chargeable on 
the following payments, that is to say :—(a) payments for 
admission to an entertainment made to a person other than the 
rietor of the entertainment ; and (b) payments of rent made 
itpect of an interest in any premises which is primarily 
acquired for the purpose of securing admission to an entertain- 
ment; and accordingly in that section the expressions ‘ the 
prietor of the entertainment’ and ‘the proprietor’ shall 
include and be deemed always to have included any person on 
whose behalf payments for admission to an entertainment are 
received.” 

SatTER, J., read the considered judgment of the Court (Lord 
Hewart, C.J., SANKEY, and SALTER, JJ.) :—The question was 
whether the justices were right in law in holding that the payment 
was not chargeable with the duty and in dismissing the informa- 
tion. The words, in the statute, creating the offence were 
“Tf any person is admitted for payment to any place of enter- 
tainment.”” Mr. Valentine was admitted by the respondent 
tothe room and window for payment, and the question, therefore, 
was whether the room and window were a “ place of entertain- 
ment ’’ within the meaning of s. 1 (2) of the Act of 1916. Ina 
case of this nature it would be a question to be determined in 
each case whether the spectacle which the person paid to see 
was an entertainment within the meaning of the Act. In the 
present case it was admitted that the procession in question was 
an entertainment. It took place in the highway, but it did 
not follow that the room and window were not ‘a place of 
eitertainment.”” The expression ‘place of entertainment ”’ 
was not necessarily confined to the actual spot in which the 
entertainment took place. Spectators of a cricket or football 
match, visitors to a theatre or concert, were not admitted to the 
poying field, nor to the stage, nor to the platform and orchestra. 

y were admitted to a place adjoining the spot where the 
entertainment was given, from which they could see and hear it. 
Intheir Lordships’ opinion the window was on the day in question 
a place of entertainment, just as the auditorium of a theatre 
was a place of entertainment. A place might be a place of 
entertainment, even though it was not “ a place ordinarily used 
asa place of entertainment.”” Nor was it material that persons 

ing in the street could see the entertainment without charge. 
The Act of 1922 removed any doubt which might previousl 
have existed as to whether the respondent was to be regarded, 
for the purposes of this duty, as the proprietor of the entertain- 
ment to which Mr. Valentine was admitted. It was therefore 
winecessary to determine whether the case was within s. 11 (6) 
ofthe Act of 1922. On the facts found, the justices were wrong 
in law, in dismissing the information, and the case must be 
thitted to them with a direction to convict.—CoUNSEL: Sir 

las Hogg, Attorney-General, and W. Bowstead; Wéingate- 

K.C., and F. G. Enness. Sowicrrors: Solicitor for Customs 
ad Excise ; William Sturges & Co., for Smith, Fazackerley and 
Ashton, Preston. 

[Reported by J. L. Dunison, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. DUKE OF LEINSTER. 22nd October. 


Crounan LAw—-CHARGE AGAINST UNDISCHARGED BANKRUPT—- 
OBTAINING CREDIT WITHOUT INFORMING CREDITOR THAT HE 
WAS AN UNDISCHARGED BANKRUPT—-INSTRUCTIONS TO AGENT 
TO INFORM CREDITOR—FAILURE OF AGENT TO CARRY OUT 
InstRUcTIONS—BONA FIDE BELIEF OF BANKRUPT THAT INFOR- 
MATION CONVEYED BY AGENT—BANKRUuPTCY AcT, 1914, 4 &5 
Geo. 5, c. 59, s. 155. 

Section 155 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, imposes on an un- 
ed bankrupt an see a obligation to inform the ‘son 
whom he obtains the credit, that he was an Gudisthawaat 

b pt; and it is no answer to a charge under the section, that the 

Widischarged bankrupt had taken steps by instructing an agent 
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to give the information required by the section, and had a bona fide 
belief that his agent had so informed the creditor, if, in fact, the 
agent had failed to carry out his instructions. 


Appeal against conviction on certificate. The appellant 
was convicted at the Central Criminal Court of obtaining credit 
without informing that he was an undischarged bankrupt, 
contrary to s. 155 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, and was bound 
over. He had been adjudicated bankrupt in May, 1919, and 
at all material times was an undischarged bankrupt. In October, 
1922, a man named Fraser, who was described as the appellant’s 
secretary, was introduced by a man named Webb, to one Wood, 
who was a representative or concessionaire of Messrs. Straker- 
Squire Limited, motor car manufacturers. Negotiations then 
began with a view to the purchase on behalf of the appellant of 
a motor car from that company. Ultimately, Fraser gave an 
order for two Straker-Squire motor-cars on behalf of the appellant. 
who was to pay for them by two bills. The appellant, however, 
did not appear in the matter until one of the motor cars was 
delivered at King’s Cross Station. The defendant then signed 
the bills and drove away in the motor car. The company gave 
him credit for £725. He was charged with an offence under 
s. 155 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914. That section provides 
that ‘‘ Where an undischarged bankrupt ... obtains credit 
to the extent of £10 or upwards from any person without in- 
forming that person that he is an undischared bankrupt ... 
he shall be guilty of a misdemeanour.’’ The Recorder of London, 
who tried the case, left certain questions to the jury, and from 
the answers given it appeared that the jury found, on the 
evidence, that the defendant obtained credit from Straker- 
Squire, Limited, that he did not inform Straker-Squire, Limited, 
or their agent, that he was an undischarged bankrupt; that the 
defendant had instructed his agent, Fraser, to inform Straker- 
Squire, Limited, or their agent, that he was an undischarged 
bankrupt ; that Fraser did not so inform Straker-Squire, Limited, 
or their agent; and that the defendant on reasonable grounds 
believed that Fraser had so informed Straker-Squire, Limited. 
On the question whether Straker-Squire, Limited, or their agent, 
knew that the appellant was an undischarged bankrupt before 
giving credit to him the jury failed to agree. On the jury’s 
answers, the appellant was convicted and bound over. 

Lord Hewakrrt, C.J., delivered the judgment of the Court (Lord 
Hewakt, C.J., SANKEY and SALTER, JJ.). The appeal raises a 
question on the construction of s. 155 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1914. The effect of the answers given by the jury to the questions 
left to them is that, whether or not Straker-Squire, Limited knew 
before they gave the appellant credit that he was an undischarged 
bankrupt, it was certain that the appellant himself had not 
informed them, nor had any agent on his behalf, that he was an 
undischarged bankrupt, although the appellant had instructea 
an agent so to inform them, and had reasonable grounds to believe 
that the agent had carried out his instructions. If the question 
is: ‘‘ Was there in fact information given by the appellant to 
Straker-Squire, Limited ? ’ the answer is “‘ No.” But, it has been 
said, the appellant intended to inform Straker-Squire, Limited, 
and told somebody else to do so, and had reasonable junds to 
believe that the information had in fact been given. brings 
me back to the terms of the section. The words of the statute 
in question must first be looked at, and then the object of the 
statute. When you look at s. 155 of the Act of 1914 it is clear 
that, if it bad been intended to mean something different from 
that which it primé facie does mean, it might easily have been 
differently framed. It might have made it an offence knowingly 
or wilfully or fraudulently to have done certain things. But that 
is not the form of the section. The section says that there is an 
absolute obligation on an undischarged bankrupt to convey the 
information. If it had been otherwise, the section would have 
been to a great extent nugatory. Its object is to } mew pe persons 
from whom the bankrupt seeks to obtain credit. at protection 
is not afforded unless the information is actually conveyed. 
In the opinion of the court, whether you look at the terminology 
of the section or at its manifest purpose, there is an absolute 
obligation on the undischarged bankrupt to give information 
regarding his financial condition, or, under the second part of the 
section, to disclose the name under which he was adjudicated 
bankrupt. It is not enough that he has sent an agent to give the 
information or to disclose the name, and that he reasonably 
believes it to have been given or disclosed. The information 
must be given, the disclosure must be made, and if, in the absence 
of that information having been given or of that disclosure having 
been made, those things mentioned in the statute as being lawful 
only after the fulfilment of the conditions laid down are done, the 
offence is committed, whatever may be the state of mind of the 
undischarged bankrupt. No doubt, where it is established to the 
satisfaction of the jury that steps have been taken by the bankrupt 
to convey the information, and that he has had reason to believe 
that these steps have been sufficient for the purpose, that will 
be matter which may well be taken into account in assessing 
the punishment to be imposed, but it has no bearing on the question 
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whether in fact the offence has been committed or not. The 
uestions under the section are very simple. They are: ‘‘ Was 
the defendant an undischarged bankrupt?” ‘ Did he obtain 
credit to the extent of £10 or upwards?” ‘“* Did he inform the 
erson from whom he obtained credit that he was an undischarged 
nkrupt ?”’ If the answers to the first two questions are in the 
affirmative and the answer to the third is in the negative, an 
offence under the section has been committed. For these reasons 
the court is of opinion that this appeal must be dismissed.— 
CounseLt : Sir Edward Marshall Hall, K.C., and St. John 
Hutchinson ; Cecil Whiteley, K.C. and J. P. Valetta. SoLicrrors : 
Appleton & Co. ; The Director of Public Prosecutions. 
[Reported by T, W. Moraan, Barrister-at-Law.] 











New Rules. 


Supreme Court, England. 


PROCEDURE: MATRIMONIAL CAUSES RULES. 
(Continued from p. 192.) 


85. When an appointment has been made by a Registrar for 
taxing any bill of costs and any party to be heard on the taxation 
does not attend at the time appointed the Registrar may never- 
theless proceed to tax the bill after the expiration of a quarter 
of an hour upon being satisfied by affidavit or otherwise that the 
parties not in attendance had due notice of the time appointed. 

86. The bill of costs of any solicitor will be taxed on his 
+ eee ion as against his client after sufficient notice given to 
the person or persons liable for the payment thereof, or on tbe 
application of such person or persons after sufficient notice given 
to the solicitor. 

87. In Divorce and Matrimonial Causes solicitors shall be 
entitled to charge and be allowed the costs set forth in the Tables 
of Fees to be taken in Divorce and Matrimonial Causes dated 
1858, and, where not provided for in those Tables, in Appendix N 
(Higher Scale) of the Rules of the Supreme Court 1883. 

88. The provisions of Order 65, Rule 10 (b), of the Rules of 
the Supreme Court of Judicature, made and dated the 4th day 
of February 1920, shall be applied on taxation of costs in Divorce 
and Matrimonial Causes so long as such Rule shall remain in 
force. 

89. The fees payable on the taxation of any bill of costs shall 
be paid by the party on whose application the bill is taxed and 
shale be allowed as part of such bill. If more than one-sixth of 
the amount of any bill of costs taxed as between solicitor and 
client is disallowed on taxation thereof no costs incurred in such 
taxation shall be allowed and the party on whose application the 
bill is taxed shall be at liberty to deduct the costs incurred by 
him in the taxation from the amount of the bill as taxed, if so 
much remains due; otherwise the same shall be paid by the 
solicitor to the person on whose application the bill is taxed. 

90. Upon the Registrar’s certificate as to costs being signed 
an order of the Court for payment of the amount within seven 
days or such other time as the Registrar shall direct may issue. 


Wife’s Costs. 


91. After the Registrar’s certificate that the pleadings are 
in order has been given, or at an earlier stage of a cause by 
order of the Judge or of a Registrar to be obtained on summons, 
a wife who is Petitioner or has filed an Answer may file her bill 
or bills of costs for taxation as against her husband, and the 
Registrar to whom such bills of costs are referred for taxation 
shall ascertain what is a sufficient sum of money to be paid into 
Court or what is a sufficient security to be given by the husband 
to cover the costs of the wife of and incidental to the hearing of the 
cause, and may thereupon unless the husband shall prove to 
the satisfaction of the Registrar that the wife has sufficient 
separate estate or show other good cause issue an order upon 
the husband to pay her costs up to the setting down of the 
cause and to pay into Court or secure the costs of the hearing 
within a time to be fixed by the Registrar. The Registrar 
may in his discretion order the costs up to setting down to be 
paid into Court. 

92. The bond taken to secure the costs of a wife of and 
incidental to the hearing of a cause shall be filed in the Registry, 
and shall not be delivered out or be sued upon without the order 
of a Registrar. 

93. The order for payment of costs in which a Respondent or 
Co-respondent has been condemned by a Decree Nisi if drawn up 
before the Decree Nisi is made absolute, shall direct payment 
into Court, and such costs shall not be paid out of Court to 
the party entitled to receive them under tne Decree Nisi until the 
decree absolute has been obtained ; but a wife who is unsuccessful 
in a cause, and who at the hearing of the cause has obtained an 
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order of the Judge for costs may nevertheless proceed at once 
to obtain payment of such costs after allowance thereof 
taxation. 

Payment of Money out of Court. 


94. Persons entitled to payment of money out of Court % 
applying for the same, shall bring into the Registry duplicat 
forms in writing setting forth the date on which the 
applied for was paid into Court, the amount applied for, a 
the name and address of the person to receive the same. 


Registry and Officers. 
95. The Registry of the Court and the Clerks employed thereip 
shall be subject to and under the control of the Registrars ¢ 
the Principal Probate Registry. 


Proceedings under the Legitimacy Declaration Act, 1858, and 
Greek Marriages Act, 1884. 


96. The above Rules and Regulations, so far as the same 
be applicable, shall extend to applications and proceedings unde 
yo Legitimacy Declaration Act, 1858, and the Greek Marriags 

ct, 1884. 

Rules of the Supreme Court. 

97. In any matter of practice or procedure which is ng 
governed by statute or dealt with by these Rules the Rules@ 
the Supreme Court in respect of like matters shall be deemed 
to apply. 

Operation of these Rules. 

98. These Rules and Regulations shall come into operation 
forthwith but in any cause or matter now pending or in whid 
proceedings may be begun before the Ist day of January 19% 
the Rules and Regulations now in force may, subject to 
express direction of a Registrar, be acted upon as though they 
Rules and Regulations had not been made. 


APPENDIX I. 


In the High Court of Justice, 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division (Divorce). 


To of 

TAKE Notice that you are required, within eight days* afte 
service hereof upon you, inclusive of the day of such service, to 
enter an appearance either in person or by your solicitor at the 
Divorce Registry of the High Court of Justice at Somerset House, 
Strand, in the County of London, should you think fit so to do 
and thereafter to make answer to the charges in this Petition, 
and that, in default of your so doing, the Court will proceed to 
hear the said charges proved and pronounce judgment, your 
absence notwithstanding. 

The Petition is filed and this notice to appear is issued byf 

of 


Registrar. 
Dated at London the day of 192 . 
Note.—Any person entering an appearance must at the sam 

time furnish an address for service within three miles of th 

General Post Office. 





* Or as the case may be. 
t Stating name and address of petitioner or solicitor. 


APPENDIX II. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE. 


THIs PETITION was duly served by the undersigned G.H, a 
the within named C.B. of at 


on the day of 9 « 
(Signed) G.H. 


APPENDIX III. 
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE. 


In the High Court of Justice, 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division (Divorce) 
A.B. against C.B. and E.F. 

I C.D. of etc. make oath and say, that the Petition be { 
date the day of 19 filed in this Ce 
against C.B. the Respondent (or R.S. the Co-respondent), @ copy 
of which is hereunto annexed and marked with the letter A 
duly served by me on the said C.B. (or R.S.) at i" 
on the day of 19 by delivering 
the said C.B. (or R.S.) personally a sealed copy thereof. % 

(Means of knowledge of identity to be inserted here.) 

SWORN at etc. on the 
day of 19 . 

Before me 

A Commissioner for Oaths or as the case may be. 








Dec. 15, 1923 





APPENDIX IV. 
ENTRY OF AN APPEARANCE. 


In the High Court of Justice. 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division ( Divorce). 






Pier The Respondent C.B. (or the Co- 
he A.B. Petitioner respondent R.S.) appears in person 
1 for, a against (or C.D. the Solicitor for C.B. the 
a €.B. respondent Respondent) (or R.S. the Co-respon- 
" and dent) appears-for the said Respondent 

B.S. Co-respondent. or Co-respondent. 





ved therein # (Here insert the address required within three miles of the General 
gistrars of Post Office.) 
Entered this day of 19 
8, and te APPENDIX V. 
same In the High Court of Justice, 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division (Divorce.) 


To of 
TAKE NOTICE that you are entitled within eight days (1) after 
delivery hereof to you, inclusive of the day of such delivery to 
apply upon summons for leave to enter an appearance either in 


ings under 
Marriages 








— 18 Bet n or by your Solicitor at the Divorce Registry of the High 
A ae eurt of Justice at Somerset House, Strand, in the County of 
re London, for leave to intervene in this cause, should you think 
fit so to do, and thereafter to make answer to the charges in this 
Petition, (2) and that, in default of your so doing, the Court will 
operation eed to hear the said charges proved and pronounce judgment, 
* in which absence notwithstanding. 
uary 19% The Petition (3) is filed and this notice is issued by (4) 
ct to any of 
ugh these Dated at London the day of a 
Nole-—Any person entering an appearance must at the same 
time furnish an address for service within three miles of the 
General Post Office, London. 
(i) Or as the case may be. 
Or answer. 
). (3) (Or answer as the case may be). 
(4) Stating name and address of petitioner or solicitor. 
uys* 
ia APPENDIX VI. 
tor at the ANSWER. 
et Hous, In the High Court of Justice, 
oe he Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division (Divorce). 
eti The day of 19 . 
roceed to . A.B. v. C.B. 
ent, your The Respondent C.B. by C.D. her Solicitor (or in person), in 


answer to the Petition filed in this cause, saith : 








ed. byt 1. That she is not guilty of adultery as alleged in the said 
Petition. 
ar. 2. That on the day of 19 ,and 
192 . on other days between that day and _ » the 
the sam 9 said A.B. at in the County of 
es of th # committed adultery with K.L. , 
(In like manner Respondent is to state connivance, condona- 
tion, or other matters relied on as a ground for dismissing the 
Petition.) 
Wherefore this Respondent humbly prays : 
That your Lordship will be pleased to reject the prayer of the 
said Petition, and decree, etc. 
AppENDIx VII. 
G.H. COMMISSION FOR EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES. 
In the High Court of Justice, } 
) GH. Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division (Divorce). 


GrorGE V, by the grace of God, of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland and of the British Dominions beyond 
the Seas, King, Defender of the Faith, to (here set forth the name 
and proper description of the Commissioner), Greeting. Whereas 
acertain cause is now depending in the Probate, Divorce and 
Admiralty Division of Our High Court of Justice between A.B., 
Petitioner, and C.B., Respondent, and R.S., Co-respondent, 
Wherein the said A.B. has filed his Petition praying for a dissolu- 
tion of his marriage with the said C.B. (or otherwise as in the 

er of the Petition). ~ * whereas by an er in the 


), & copy cause on the of on the 
r Awe cation of the said A.B. it was ordered that a Commission 
{ id issue under the Seal of Our said Court for the examination 
ering @ of (here insert name and address of one of the persons to be 
“@ amined) and others as witnesses to be produced on the part 

) of the said A.B. the Petitioner, in omen of his Petition (saving 
Now know ye that We do by virtue of this 


all just Exceptions). 
Commission ts you directed, authorize you within thirty days 
the receipt of this Commission at a certain time and place 
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to cause the said witnesses to come before you and to administer 
to the said witnesses respectively an oath truly to answer such 
questions as shall be put to them toucbing the matters set forth 
in the said Petition (a true and authentic copy whereof sealed 
with the seal of Our said Court is hereunto annexed), and such 
oath being administered We do hereby authorise and empower 
you to take the examination of the said witnesses touching the 
matters set forth in the said Petition, and to reduce the said 
examination or cause the same to be reduced into writing. And 
that for the purpose aforesaid you do assume for yourself some 
notary public or other lawful scribe as and for your actuary in - 
that behalf if to you it should seem meet and convenient so to do. 
And the said examination being so taken and reduced into 
writing as aforesaid, and subscribed by you We do require you 
forthwith to transmit the said examination, closely sealed up, 
to the Divorce Registry of Our said Court at Somerset House, 
Strand, in the County of Middlesex, England, together with these 
presents. And we do hereby give you full power and authority 
to do all such acts, matters and things as may be necessary, 
lawful and expedient for the due execution of this Our 
Commission. 


2t3 





Dated at London the day of in the 
year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and 
and in the year of Our Reign. 
(Signed) X.Y., 
Registrar. 





APPENDIX VIII. 
PETITION FOR REVERSAL OF DECREE OF JUDICIAL SEPARATION. 
In the High Court of Justice, 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division (Divorce). 
To the Right Honourable the President of the said Division 
The day of id. 


The Petition of A.B. of ; sShoweth : 


1. That your Petitioner was on the day of 
19 lawfully married to C.B. then C.D. Spinster (or Widow) 
at (Here state where the marriage took place). 

2. That on the day of your Lordship 


by your final decree, pronounced in a cause then depending in this 
Court, entitled C.B. against A.B., decreed as follows : to wit: 
(Here set out the decree.) 
3. That the aforesaid decree was obtained in the absence of 
your Petitioner, who was then residing at 
(State facts tending to show that the Petitioner did not know of 
the proceedings: and further, that had he known of them 
he might have offered a sufficient defence) 
and that there was reasonable ground for your Petitioner leaving 
his said wife, for that his said wife 
(Here state any legal grounds justifying the Petitioner’s 
separation from his wife.) 
Your Petitioner therefore humbly prays : 
That your Lordship will be pleased to reverse the said decree. 
*(Signed) 





* To be signed by the petitioner. 
APPENDIX IX. 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR DECREE 
ABSOLUTE. 
In the High Court of Justice, 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division (Divorce.) 
A.B. against C.B. and R.S. 
I, C.D. of etc. Solicitor for A.B. the Petitioner in this cause 
make oath and say, that on the day of 
19 , I carefully searched the books kept in the Divorce Registry 
of this Court for the purpose of entering appearances, from and 
including the day of » the 
day of the date of the decree nist made in this case, to the 
day of 19 ,and that during 
such period no appearance has been entered in the said books by 
the King’s Proctor, or by or on behalf of any other person or 
persons whomsoever. And I further make oath and say, that I 
also carefully searched the books kept in the said Registry for 
entering the minutes of proceedings had in this cause from and 
including the said “ day of ee 
to the day of 19 ,and that 
no leave has been obtained by the King’s Proctor, or by any 
other person or persons whomsoever, to intervene’ in this cause, 
and that no affidavit, instrument or other document whatsoever, 
had been filed in this cause by the King’s Proctor or any other 
person whomsoever during such period, or at any other period 
during the dependence of this cause, in opposition to the said 
decree nisi being made absolute. 
Sworn at etc. on the } 


Before me, 





tobe by you appointed for that pur with power of adjourn- 
‘Ment to such eae time and place as oo you shall seem convenient 








day of 
A Commissioner for Oaths (or as the. case may be), 
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New Orders, &c. 


Royal Commission on Mining Subsidence. 
The Royal Commission on Mining Subsidence will meet on 








Tuesday and Wednesday, 18th and 19th December, at 10.30 a.m. 
each day, at 5, Old Palace-yard, Westminster, to resume their 
hearing of evidence. The first witness will be Mr. H. P. MacMillan, 
K.C., of the Scottish Bar, who will give evidence on behalf of the 
Mines Department of the Board of Trade on the existing law 
in Scotland in regard to the matters covered by the inquiry. 
The next witnesses, in order, will be Mr. W. Forster Brown, Chief 
Mineral Inspector for Crown Mineral Properties under the Com- 
missioners of Woods, Mr. I. G. Gibbon, C.B.E., of the Ministry 
of Health, and Mr. F. A. Jones, C.B., of the Ministry of Agriculture 
and Fisheries. 

The fifth and sixth days of the Commission’s public sittings 
will be 22nd and 23rd January. A further announcement will 
be made in due course as to the evidence which will be taken 
on these two days. Proofs of the evidence taken by the Com- 
mission at their first and second days’ sittings (15th and 16th 
October) are now on sale, and may be obtained through H.M. 
Stationery Office, or direct from the Secretary to the Commission. 


Clearing Office (Enemy Debts). 


CHRISTMAS HOLIDAYS. 

The Clearing Office (Enemy Debts), Cornwall House, Stamford 
Street, London, S.E.1 (with its associated Departments for the 
Administration of Austrian, Bulgarian, and Hungarian Property, 
and the Russian Claims Department), will be closed to the public 
from mid-day on Saturday, 22nd December, until the morning 
of Thursday, 27th December. 








Societies. 


Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 
(Continued from page 196.) 

Corporation Leases.—Following upon representations made 
by the Committee with regard to the delay in granting renewals 
of Corporation leases, a letter was received from the Town Clerk 
intimating that in certain cases, where public improvement 
schemes are in contemplation, the Estate Committee would be 
prepared to grant renewals provided adequate provisions are 
inserted to protect the interests of the Corporation in the event 
of the contemplated improvement schemes affecting the premises 
in question being carried out, and enslosing a form of special 
covenants provided to meet this contingency. A special Sub- 
Committee was appointed to consider the special covenants and 
a deputation met the chairman of the Estate Committee, the 
deputy town clerk, and the city surveyor, when the whole matter 
was fully discussed. 

The points made by the Society’s representatives wereas follows : 

(a) That it was impossible to provide a set of common clauses 
which would meet all cases. 

(6) That as solicitors they could not advise trustees tc, and 
in their opinion other persons would not, lend money on 
mortgage of corporation leaseholds containing these special 
covenants; that difficulties would arise in cases of property 
already in mortgage if a renewal could not be obtained without 
the insertion of the special covenants, and that these considera- 
tions would seriously reduce the value of corporation leaseholds 
by making them less attractive to purchasers. 

(c) That in view of (a) and (b) they recommend that the 
proposed Special Covenants should be abandoned. 

(d) That definite replies should be given to leaseholders as 
to whether the Corporation were prepared to renew or not, 
and, if in the affirmative, stating the terms upon which they 
were prepared to renew forthwith ; that whilst in certain cases 
it may not be possible to make an immediate decision, the 
Corporation should indicate a definite date for reconsideration 
in order that the lessee might know exactly where he stood. 

(e) That if the Corporation were unable to abandon the 
Special Covenants the Committee desired an opportunity of 
considering them again with a view to making suggestions as 
to drafting, &. ; 

The suggestions were subsequently considered at a meeting of 
the Estate Committee, and whilst many of them were accepted, 
the Committee learned with regret that the Corporation were 
unable to see their way to abandon entirely the Special Covenants. 
The Special Sub-Committee thereupon considered the proposed 
Special Covenants and made drafting alterations and amend- 
ments which were forwarded to the town clerk with an intimation 
that the Committee must not in any way be deemed to approve, 
on behalf of the profession, such Special Covenants whether 
amended in accordance with their suggestions or not. 





Inland Revenue Regulations.—Representations were made & 
the Inland Revenue Authorities pointing out that in a 
case a local inspector of taxes had refused to accept the offic 
recognized form 185 signed by the mortgagor in a claim 
repayment of income tax without the production of the mo 
deeds for his inspection, and that if such a practice bee 
general the consequent delay and unnecessary expense to 
mortgagee would probably have the effect of deterring intend 
mortgagees from lending money on mortgage in future. A 


was received intimating “‘ that the Board had issued no genem) 


instructions on the matter, but that the security of the Reve 
may from time to time demand the production of documents ij 
support of claims and the Board have every confidence tha 
members of the Society will co-operate with the Inspectors jg 
furnishing such documents where the latter deem it neces 
to call for same in any particular case.”’ 

Divorce Cause Assize Lists.—As a result of representation 
made by the Associated Provincial Law Societies to the Presidegt 
of the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division, it was decide 
that, in future, the names of both principal and agent would k 
endorsed on divorce petitions in cases in which the Londg 
solicitor is acting as agent and that when such cases are trial 
at Assize the country solicitor’s name only would appear in th 
cause list. 

Liverpool Court of Passage.—A draft of amendments ani 
alterations to the rules and orders of the court, prepared by th 
registrar, with a view to bringing same more into line with th 
Supreme Court Rules, was considered by-the Special Sub 
Committee, and subject to various amendments was approyel 
and recommended for adoption by the Committee. The amené- 
ments are still under consideration by the Supreme Court Rak 
Committee. 

Criminal Justice Bill_—This Bill was carefully considered ly 
the Judicature Sub-Committee who prepared a report which was 
approved and adopted by the Committee. At the request of th 
Manchester Society a conference of representatives of both 
Societies was subsequently convened, and after full discussion 
a joint report was prepared and submitted to the Lord Chancellor, 
the Attorney-General and local Members of Parliament. 

Carriage of Goods by Sea Bill.—A Special Sub-Committee, 
appointed to consider this Bill, prepared a report thereon, copie 
of which were forwarded to the President of the Probate, Divore 
and Admiralty Division, and the late Lord Sterndale, who wa 
Chairman of the Joint Committee of both Houses of Parliament 
which was appointed to consider the Bill. The Committee ar 
pleased to note that many of the recommendations of the Sub 
Committee have been adopted in the amended Bill. 

Landed Property Practitioners Bill.—This Bill, promoted by 
the Auctioneers’ & Estate Agents’ Institute, sought to provide, 
inter alia, for the registration of persons carrying out certain 
duties in connection with ientied property. Amongst thes 
duties there are many which have been and are performed 
solicitors, and the wording of certain clauses left it open to 
whether persons registered under the Bill might not only negotiate 






a sale or lease of land but actually prepare the documents 


necessary to give effect to the sale or lease negotiated. Ther 
was a saving clause as to solicitors which was not happily worded, 
and after carefully considering the Bill it was decided to oppow 
the second reading. Subsequently, both the Law Society ani 
the Associated Provincial Law Societies decided to oppose tht 
passage of the Bill in its present form. The Bill was eventually 
withdrawn. 

Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Bill.—A letter we 
forwarded to the Chairman of the Select Committee enc 
copies of the Committee’s Reports on the Bills of 1919 and 1 
containing certain recommendations which, if acted upon, 
have obviated the unsatisfactory position created by the Houw 
of Lords decision with reference to service of notice to quit @ 
an increase of rent. Copies were also forwarded to the Lew 
Chancellor and the Ministry of Health directing their at 
to the fact that the difficulties had been foreseen by the Co 
when considering the Bills, although their recommendations had 
not been adopted. The new Bill 
sidered by the Committee and a report prepared and forwarded 
the backers of the Bill and local Members of Parliament. A8 
preliminary note to their report the Committee regretted ti 
the Government had deemed it advisable to continue the prind 
of legislation by reference, and icularly, in the pee 
instance, to a statute which had given rise to consi erable 
litigation due to its unsatisfactory wording. The Co 
suggested that a self-contained measure would have been mor 
acceptable and would considerably reduce the risk of futur 
litigation. Several of the recommendations contained in 
Committee’s report were subsequently adopted. ee 

Rating and Valuation Bill.—A draft of the Governments 
proposed new Rating and Valuation Bill, which has = 
circulated amongst the various municipal authorities for ¢ 
sideration before introduction to the use of Commons, 
been considered by the Committee and a report prepared. 
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Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


e offic The monthly meeting of the Directors was held at The Law 










claim y’s Hall, Chancery Lane, London, on the 12th inst., Mr. 
/ mo BR. W. Poole in the chair. The other Directors present were 
e bec . E. R. Cook, E. F. Dent, W. E. Gillett, C. G. May, and 


ise to he 


p A. Tweedie ; £543 was distributed in grants of relief ; twenty- 
in end 
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Mi three new members were admitted, and other general business 
, Tim transacted. 
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A Corporate Trustee “ss: Family Solicitor 
As Adviser assures Efficient Management, Experience and Continuity. 











ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE 


(Incorporated A.D. 1720) acts as 


EXECUTOR AND TRUSTEE OF WILLS 
or TRUSTEE OF SETTLEMENTS. 


Trust Funds are kept apart from the Corporation’s Funds. 
THE SOLICITOR NOMINATED BY THE TESTATOR IS EMPLOYED. 


For full particulars apply to the Secretary— 
HEAD OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C.3. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: 29-30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C.1. 
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A Famous Detective. 


DEATH OF Mr. W. A. PINKERTON. 


The Times correspondent at New York, in a message of 
11th December, says : 

Mr. William Alian Pinkerton, the famous detective, died to-day 
at Los Angeles. 

William Allan Pinkerton, The Times adds, was the son and 
successor of Allan Pinkerton, the founder of Pinkerton’s National 
Detective Agency, who was born of humble parentage in the 
Gorbals district of Glasgow. Allan Pinkerton em ted to 
Canada and later went to America, where he —_ many a 
coloured slave to escape by the “‘ underground railroad.” His 
first real detective work was done in rounding up gangs of 
counterfeiters and horse-thieves. Then he specialized in railway 
thieves and made a reputation which was greatly increased by the 
discovery, made by some of his men, of a plot to assassinate 
President Lincoln. On the outbreak of the Civil War Lincoln 
created the bureau of secret service and placed Pinkerton at the 
head of it. He rendered remarkable service throughout the war, 
and afterwards his business was extended from Chicago to New 
York and Philadelphia, while he was often called in to deal with 
difficult cases in Great Britain and France. Among his most 
famous achievements were the arrest of McDonald and the 
Bidwells for the Bank of England forgeries in 1873, and the 
break-up of the ‘‘ Mollie Maguires,’’ who had committed many 
murders in the Pennsylvania coalfields. 

This brief account of the father’s career is necessary to explain 
that of the son. William Allan Pinkerton was born at Dundee, 
Kane Co., Illinois, on 7th Aprii, 1846, and was only fifteen when 
he was taken by his father info the secret service force of the 
Government, remaining with him throughout the war and 
serving chiefly with the army of the Potomac. After the war 
he was put into the Chicago detective force, being soon joined 
there by his younger brother Robert. Their father carefully 
educated them both in the business, putting them at every 
branch from errand boy up, and working them as hard as any 
other employee. Thus, when the father died in 1884, the sons 
were well qualified to become heads of the agency, William taking 
the Western and Robert the Eastern Division. 

The business maintained and even enhanced its reputation, 
and created a chain of detective service all over the week Three 
strict rules were made: (1) To accept cases only at a fixed 
rate per diem, never payment by results; (2) employees to be 
paid fixed salaries with no rewards or gratuities ; (3) never to take 
divorce or any other cases arising out of marital relations. . The 
agency worked chiefly for railways and other companies, bankers, 
and lawyers. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students Debating Society. 


At a meeting of the Society held at The Law Society’s Hall, 
on Tuesday, 11th day of December, 1923 (Chairman, Mr. V. R. 
Aronson), the subject for debate: ‘‘ Special business con- 
cerning the rules and constitution of the Society’ was dealt 
with. One of the motions worse aay nay y ponies of the 
admission of women to the Society. es opened in 
the affirmative. Mr. Raymond Oliver pwede in ion affirmative. 
The following members also spoke: Messrs. D. L. Strellet, 
H. Shanly, W. M. Pleadwell, C. Dowding, M. C. Batten, 
W. H. Betts (Jun.), and J. F. Chadwick. 
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a= 
ADMINISTRATIONS, RECEIVERSHIPS, TRUSTEESHIPS, &o. 
SECURITY GRANTED BY THE 


BRITISH LAW 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C.2. 


(Branches and Agencies throughout the United Kingdom). 





All Classes of Fire & Accident Business Transacted. 
The Company specialises in Solicitors’ Indemnity and 
Fidelity Guarantee Insurance, and its Bonds are 
accepted by all Departments of H.M. Government. 


Telephone : Lonpon WALL 9467 (4 lines). Telegrams: ‘‘ Brrrtaw, Stock,” Lonpon. 














Lawyers in the New Parliament. 


The following is a list of Barristers and Solicitors in the New 
Parliament. It includes members who have been called to the 
Bar, whether in actual practice or not, and also retired Solicitors. 
The list may not be complete. 

KInG’s COUNSEL. 
AsquiTH, H. H., Paisley 
Banks, R. M., Wiltshire, Swindon 
CassELs, J. D., Leyton, West 
CauTLEY, H. S., East Sussex, East Grinstead 
CunLIFFE, J. H., Bolton 
GALBRAITH, J. F. W., Surrey, Eastern 
GREAVES- LORD, W., Lambeth, Norwood 
GRIFFITH, Sir Ellis, Carmarthen 
Gwynne, R. S., t Sussex, Eastbourne 
Harney, E. A., South Shields 
Hastinoas, Patrick, Wallsend 
HEMMERDE, E. G., Chester, Crewe 
Hoae, Sir Douglas, St. Marylebone 
Hou ter, G. F., Rochester, Gillingham 
Horne, Sir Robert, Glasgow, Hillhead 
HvumeE-WILuIAMS, Sir E., Nottingham, Bassetlaw 
Insx1p, Sir Thomas, Bristol, Central 
Jowitr, W. A., The Hartlepools 
Mitiar, J. D., East Fife 
NIExD, Sir H., Ealing 
Pritkineton, R. R., Yorkshire, West Riding, 
Keighley 
Rawuiinson, J. F. P., Cambridge University 
Scort, Sir Leslie, Liverpool, Exchange 
Sron, Sir John, Yorkshire, West Riding, Spen 
Valley 
Strorry-DeEans, R., Sheffield, Park 
JuNIoR Bar. 
ASKE, Sir R. W., Newcastle-upon-Tyne, East 
ATTLEE, Major C. R., Stepney, Limehouse 
BERKELEY, - . Reginald, Nottingham, Central 
Betrerton, H. B., Nottingham, Rushcliffe 
BrrKetrt, N., Nottingham, East 
Bowyer, Capt. G. E. W., Buckinghamshire, 
Buckingham 
BuLwiock, Capt. M., Lancaster, Waterloo 
Coss, Sir Cyril, Fulham, West 
Comyns-Carkr, A. S., Islington, East 
Core, Major W., Glamorgan, Llandaff and Barry 
CosTeLLo, L. W. J., Huntingdon 
Davison, Sir W. H., Kensington, South 
Dunn, J. Freeman, Hertford, Hemel Hempstead 
ENTWISTLE, Major C. F., Kingston-on-Hull, 
8.W. 
FALie, Sir Bertram, Portsmouth, North 
Gorman, W. H., Lancaster, Royton 
Hamiton, Sir Robert, Orkney and Shetland 
Henperson, Junr., A., Cardiff, South 
Hopee, Lt.-Col. J. P., Preston 
Hore-Bewisua, Major L , Plymouth, Devonport 
KINDERSLEY, Major G. M., Hertford, Hitchin 
Peruick-LAWRENCE, F. W., Leicester, West 
LeseinG, F., Berkshire, Abingdon 
LioyvD-GREAME, Sir P., Middlesex, Hendon 
Locxger-Lampson, Commdr., Birmingham, 
Handsworth 
Mapan, H., Lancaster, Lonsdale 
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MANSELL, Sir Courtenay, Cornwall, Penryn L. 
and Falmouth 

MELLER, R. J., Surrey, Mitcham 

MITCHELL, R. M., Perth and Kinross, Perth 

Morris, R. H., Cardigan 

MouttTon, Major H. Fletcher, Wiltshire, 


Salisb 

OLIVER, P.M. Manchester, Blackley 

O’ NEILL, R. W. Hugh, Antrim 

OwEN, Major G., Carnarvon 

PRINGLE, W. M. R., Yorkshire, West Riding, 
Penistone 

RAFFERTY, F. W., Bath 

RAMAGE, Capt. C. B., Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
West 

REMNANT, Sir James, Holborn 

RENTOUL, G. S., East Suffolk, Lowestoft 

RuDKIN, Lt.-Col. C. M. C., West Sussex, 
Chichester 

SAMUEL, H. W., Swansea 

SHEPPERSON, E. W., Hereford, Leominster 

SuHort, Alfred, Wednesbury 

STEWART, Major R. S., Stockton-on-Tees 

STRANGER, H., Berkshire, Newbury 

THoMSON, F. C., Aberdeen, South 

THORNTON, M. R., Devon, Tavistock 

TURNER-SAMUELS, M., Durham, Barnard Castle 

Turton, E. R., Yorkshire, North Riding, 
Thirsk and Malton 

RvussEtix, A. West, Tynemouth 

WHELER, Lt.-Col. E. C. H., Kent, Faversham 

Woop, Major Mackenzie, Aberdeen and 
Kincardine, Central 

SOLICITORS. 

ALLEN, R. W., Leicester, South 

BRAMSDON, Sir T., Portsmouth, Central 

Bu Lt, Sir William, Hammersmith, South 

Davies, Ellis, Denbigh, Denbigh 

Drxey, A. C. Niven, Cumberland, Penrith 
and Cockermouth 

Dopps, S. R., Chester, Wirral 

Foot, Isaac, Cornwall, Bodmin 

Gates, P. G., Kensington, North 

GEORGE, D. Lloyd, Carnarvon 

Gray, Frank, Oxford 

HERBERT, Dennis, Hertford, Watford 

HINDLE, F., Lancaster, Darwen 

Hosuouse, A. L., Somerset, Wells 

HutcHinson, W., Glasgow, Kelvingrove 

Hoop, Sir Joseph, Wimbledon 

JOHNSON, Sir L. Stanley, Walthamstow, East 

Joynson- Hicks, Sir W., Middlesex, Twickenham 

Kay, Sir R. N., Yorkshire, West Riding, Elland 

LoweE, Sir Francis, Birmingham, Edgbaston 

MEYLER, Lt.-Col. H. M., Blackpool 

Nessitt, R. C., Kent, Chislehurst 

RENDALL, A., Gloucester, Thornbury 

Roserts, S., Hereford, Hereford 

THORNE, E. R., Wolverhampton, East 

Regs, Capt. J. Tudor, Devon, Barnstaple 

Watson, Sir F., Yorkshire, West Riding, 
Pudsey and Otley 

Wituson, H., Warwick, Nuneaton 

WorRTHINGTON-EvANS, Sir L., Essex, Colchester 

Woop, Sir H. Kingsley, Woolwich, West 
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The Rating Surveyors Association has, at the invitation of 
the Minister of Health, considered the Rating and Valuation 
Bill. The Association favours consolidation of rates; a me 
equitable basis for precepts; single value for both rates 
taxes; periodical revision of valuation lists; and returns 
rent to be made by ratepayers. They are, however, of opinion 
that the proposals relating to the valuation of special properties, 
with the possible exception of railway lines, are an unn 
and undesirable abrogation of the principles of local gove 
and should be replaced by powers of co-ordination between 
assessment committees, with a right of appeal to a s 
tribunal. The Association holds that the powers of the Revenue 
Officer should be exercised solely by officers of the Chief Inspector 
of Taxes Office of the Inland Revenue, generally speaking to the 
extent now obtaininginthe Metropolis. It advises the elimin 
of ‘‘ Gross Estimated Rental ”’ from valuation lists. 


ee 








A UNIVERSAL APPEAL 
To wyeErs: For A PosTcARD OR A GUINEA FOR A MODEL 
RM OF B to Tae Hosprrat vor EpPimLepsy AND 
ARALYSIS, Maipa VALE, W. 





| 


SF reha - 
; = 
- 


a 


prep FHS Fh FF 
= 


v ¢ "a" em? ove 
. . fs. @ 
= 


Dec. 15, 1923 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 68] rz 








Obituary. 


Mr. Slade Butler. 


Mr. Slade Butler, Recorder of Rye, died on Thursday, the 
h inst., aged seventy-three. The eldest son of George Slade 
Butler, formerly Town Clerk, Clerk of the Peace, and Registrar 
tothe Court of Rye, he was born at Rye on 10th Spetember, 1850. 
flaving gone up to Christ Church, he took honours in classical 
moderations and law, and then entered at the Middle Temple, 
gnd was called in 1877. He went the South-Eastern Circuit, 
and practised also as a special pleader in the Probate and Divorce 
Court, and at the London and Sussex Sessions. He published 
gn edition of Egan’s treatise on the law of bills of sale. In 
1911 he was appointed Recorder of Rye. Mr. Butler was one 
of the original members of the Eighty Club. He will be greatly 
ted by his many friends at the Bar, and also by the people 
of Rye, by whom all bis family are much respected. The funeral 
took place at Hampstead Cemetery on Tuesday last. 


Mr. E. W. Williamson. 


Mr. Edward Walter Williamson, who was for at least forty-five 
secretary of The Law Society, and was of great service to 
ae profession in that capacity, died on Thursday, the 6th 
inst., at Eastbourne, aged ninety-two years and ten months. 
Mr. Williamson was admitted a solicitor many years ago, but 
practised very little, if at all. He was fond of outdoor sports 
and games, particularly shooting and cricket. His wife died 
several years ago. 


Mr. J. W. Brodie Innes. 


Mr. John William Brodie Innes, of Milton Brodie, who died 
last Saturday at Milton Brodie, Forres, aged seventy-five, was a 
man of much learning and versatility—a Morayshire laird, 
a Scots advocate, an English barrister, and a writer of curious 
and original books. 

Brodie Innes, says The Times, traced his descent from Malcolm, 
Thane of Brodie in the reign of King Alexander III, who died 
in 1285. He was the only son of the Rev. John Brodie Innes, 
whom he succeeded in the property in 1894. Bornon 10th March, 
1848, he went to St. John’s, Cambridge, and took the degrees 
of B.A. and LL.M.; he was also an advocate of the Scottish 
Bar, and was called to the English Bar by Lincoln’s Inn in 1876. 
_As a writer Brodie Innes united enthusiasm for antiquarian 
msearch and for romance, with a special leaning to demonology 
amd witchcraft, as well as criminology. It was his wont to 
present the results of his researches in the guise of fiction, a 
convenient means of offering interpretations of his material 
for which he could not claim historical certainty. Thus in 
“For the Soul of a Witch ’”’ (1910) he drew an extraordinarily 
mantic picture of a young girl, of half-noble, half-gipsy ancestry, 
who has a double nature, being both an angel of light dedicated 
to holy and radiant works of faith, and also a witch and a were- 
wolf, wholly evil. This is woven like a tapestry against the 
background of the og following Flodden, and is based on 
crtain records of the Morayshire clans. Similarly in ‘‘ The 
Devil’s Mistress’ (1915) he made a blood-curdling tale out of 
those records of infernal pacts with the Devil in which many 
matter-of-fact Scots senalie of the later seventeenth century 
fmly believed. He portrayed his imponderable horrors with 
m artistic restraint which made them all the more impressive. 
Other books of his that may be mentioned are ‘‘ Morag the Seal,’’ 
“Old as the World,” a romance of the Western Isles, ‘‘ The 

Rope,” and ‘ The Tragedy of an Indiscretion.” 
He married, in 1879, Frances Annesley, daughter of the Rev. 
Voysey, of the Theistic Church. His only son was 
filled in action in 1915, and his son-in-law, Lieutenant Percy 
nd, R.N., was killed in 1916. 








Legal News. 


Information Required. 


Miss A. E. GEORGE, late of No. 7, Ferncliff Road, 
, deceased. Information is required to trace her Will.— 
: + ce seapaataaes to Syrett & Sons, Solicitors, 115, Moor- 
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Honours and Appointments. 


Mr. Justice (Thomas JAMES CHESSHYRE) TOMLIN has received 
the honour of Knighthood. 


Sir Cotiy Rees-Daviés, Knight, K.C. (Chief Justice of the 
Bermudas or Somers Islands), has been appointed First Puisne’ 
Judge of Trinidad and Tobago. 


General. 


Mr. John Edward Freeman, forty-one, of Maldon, Essex, 
solicitor, mayor of Maldon and clerk to the Income Tax Com- 
missioners, who died in London on 18th September, on the day 
following his marriage, left estate of gross value £12,771, with 
net personalty of £10,291. 

The Thames Conservators have approved plans for a new 
bridge over the Thames at Reading, to take the place of the 
present Caversham Bridge. The new bridge, which is to be 
constructed by the Reading Corporation under their Act of 1913, 
will be constructed of reinforced concrete, and will have two 
spans. 

Sir Edward Cecil Moore, the late Lord Mayor, who died 
last week, at the age of seventy-two, from an illness which 
had incapacitated him during the last weeks of his office, 
was the eldest son of Mr. Edward Moore, a chartered 
accountant in the City, who for some years was a member 
of the City Corporation. He entered his father’s office 
in 1867, and was made a partner in 1880. He became an 
Associate of the Institute of Chartered Accountants in the same 
year, a Fellow in 1888, vice-president in 1922, and president this 
year. He practised with his brother, son, and other partners at 
Thames House, Queen-street, under the style of Messrs. Edward 
Moore & Sons. He became Lord Mayor in November, 1922, and 
during his year of office paid visits to Manchester, Birmingham, 
Sheffield, Cardiff, Norwich, Bristol and Scarborough. He raised 
a fund for presenting the Duke and Duchess of York with a 
wedding gift, and another for the preservation and restoration 
of Nelson’s flagship, H.M.S. Victory. A baronetcy was conferred 
on him last September. 

The fifth annual Sir George Birdwood memorial lecture was, 
says The Times, delivered before the Royal Society of Arts 
on the evening of the 7th inst., by Mr. William Foster, Historio- 
grapher to the India Office, who spoke on the archives of the 
India Office, to the historical value of whicb Sir George Birdwood 
was the first to draw attention. Mr. Foster stated that the 
archives of the India Office formed the second largest accumulation 
of historical documents in England, approaching in range of 
subject those of the Public Record Office, and containing masses 
of information as to other parts of the Empire as well as India. 
The treasures reproduced on the screen included the application 
of Warren Hastings for a writership in the Honeutlle East 
India Company, an application for admission to Addiscombe by 
Lord Roberts, the burial record of Napoleon at St. Helena, 
the baptismal gertificate of Sir. George Birdwood at Belgaum, 
Bombay Presidtncy, ninety-one years ago, some famous entries 
in the proceedings of the Governor-General in Clive’s time, and 
the earliest known marine insurance policy, 1657, which relates 
to the voyage of the ship Three Brothers to the Further East, 
and is dated 1657. Until quite recently it was believed that a 
policy preserved at Lloyd’s, dated 1681, was the oldest in exist- 
ence. The main provisions, Mr. Foster stated, are identical 
with those contained in a Lloyd’s policy of the present day. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice 


Date. 
day ..De Mr ma Mr Joly” Mr. § 
Monday ..Dec. 17 . Synge s 4 
Ritchie Ritchie 
Synge 
Ritchie 


oll 
18 More 
..19 Bloxam Synge ° 
20 Hicks Beach Ritchie Z 
ibe 


21 Jolly 
22 More Hicks Beach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice . Justice 
TOMLIN. R) ASTBURY. 
. 17 Mr. Hicks Beach Mr. Bloxam Mr. More 
18 Bloxam Hicks Beach Jolly 
19 Hicks Beach Bloxam More 
20 Bloxam Hicks Beach jolly 
Policy 


21 Hicks Beach Bloxam 
Bloxam Hicks Beach 
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More 
Jolly 
VALUATIONS FOR INSURANGE.—It is very essential that all 
‘sed in cose of tom feverers sumer olsennkm 
nm case of loss insurers suffer 
. Street, Coveat Garden, W. e well-known 
over 100 years), have a ‘aluers, 
valuations purpose. 
works of art, brio-A-baac a speciality. [ADvr. 
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Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY December 7. 


STOCKINETTE FapRiCs Ltp. Dec. 20. George Walker 
Halifax Commercial Bank-chmbrs., Bradford. 

Docrorn KyYNasTon’s MerHops Ltp. Jan. 15. Arthur F. 
Carroll, 16, John Dalton-st., Manchester. 

ASSOCIATED FASHION JOURNALS LTD. Dec. 22. G. F. W. 
George, A.C.A., 46, Charing-cross, 8.W.1. 

MIDLAND Rusper Co. Ltp. Dec. 10. Robert W. Rutledge, 
c/o Docker, Hosgood & Co., 10, Newhall-st., Birmingham. 

Swears & WELLS Ltp. Dec. 22. Sir William Barclay Peat, 
11, Ironmonger-lane, E.C.2. 

Wrient Brrrows & Co. Lrp. Jan. 15. Frank 8. Kott, 
16, John Dalton-st., Manchester. 

FP. H. Coampers & Co. Ltp. Dec. 22. Herbert V. Watson, 
20, Friar-lane, Leicester. 


London Gazetie.—TUESDAY, December 11. 


ANGLO-TuRcO PeRsIAN Co. Lrp.—Jan. 18. Edmund M. 
Owen, 8, Victoria-st., Liverpool. 

CHARLES Parker & Co. Lrp.—Jan. 31. Albert Nicholson, 
89, Albion-st., Leeds. 

SPRINGFIELD MANUPACTURING > Lrp.—Jan. 10. James 
Lacas, 26, Birley-st., Blackpoo 

Sorta MINING Co. Lrp. — ‘38. Reginald B. Petre, 
11, Tronmonger-lane. 

Tue Kine Street SynpicaTe Ltp.—Dec. 27. Fermian Le 
N. Foster, 45, Bloomsbury-sq. 

GRRGAL RAILWAY AND Mines Co. Ltp. Jan.28. Reginald 
B. Petre, 11, Ironmonger-lane. 

Srrick, Scorr & Co. Lrp.—Feb. 1. Ralph M. Everett, 
F.C.A., Winchester House, Old Broad-st. 





Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 


London Gazette. —FRIDAY, December 7. 


Wright Burrows & Co. Ltd. The Northern Motor 
Boroid b Exchange Ltd. 
Doctor Kynaston’s Methods Motor Salesmen Ltd. 

Ltd. Alfred Hill & Sons Ltd. 
Graphic Cinema Co. Ld. Holmes Brothers Ltd. 
Standard Tablet Co. Ltd. Parker Bakeries Ltd. 
Central Automatic Supply = Wright & Co. Ltd. 

Ltd. ew Saville Securities Ltd. 
John Allen & Sons (Ivybridge) The Dominions Settlement 

Ltd. Association Ltd. 

Purcar Ltd. Horn & Son Ltd. 
Lee Locks Ltd. Clements, Jeake: & Co. Ltd, 
Woodcock Doudney & Co. Taylor & Houghton Under- 

Ltd. clothing Ltd. 
The Bourne and District Ex- 

Service Men’s Club Ltd. 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, December 11. 


J. Damant & Co. Ltd. Chambers & Hammond Ltd. 

Brasco-Lath _ The Warwick Coal and 

Soria Mining Trading Co. Ltd. 

Lyons Oxy- Faw Econo- Eversfield Hotel Co. Ltd. 
miser Co. Ltd. Gergal Railway & Mines 

A. D. Keeling Ltd. Co. Ltd. 

Cobb Webb & Co. Ltd. Small Dean Ltd. 

George White (Manchester) Anglo-Turco Persian Co. Ltd. 

The Typewriter Inspection 
and Supply Co. Ltd. 

Blue Bird (Bridlington) Ltd. 

= Westland Refrigerating 

o. Li 


Ltd. 
Shaw & Carter Ltd. 
Seeta Trading Co. Ltd. 
J. H. Maxwell (Bolton) Ltd. 
W. RB. Ashworth Ltd. td. 

Wells Electric B. \ e— & Co. Ltd. 

Light & Power Co. Healthovin Ltd. 

Silverstone & Co. Ltd 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, December 7. 

AUSTIN, WILLIAM F., West Hartle , Shoemaker. Sunder- 
jand. Pet. Dec. 4. Ord. Dec. 

BALL, sees Burnley, Journeyman Plumber. Burnley. 
Pet. Dec. 5. Ord. Dec. 5 

BARKER, JAMES . i Rickmansworth. St. Albans. Pet. 
Sept. 29. Ord. Dee. : 

a, & a Yeovil, Baker. Yeovil. Pet. Dec. 5. 

Ord. 





mt i a Eynsham, Haulier. Oxford. Pet, 
Dec. 5. O . Dec. 
BROOKE, JAMES, Bradford, Fruiterer. Bradford. Pet. 
Dec. 4. Ord. Dec. 4. 


BurGeEss, JOHN, me Off-License Holder. Hanley. 
.4 Dec 4 
Grange Villa, Durham, Hardware 
Pet. Dec. 5. Ord. Dec. 5. 

CHOLMELEY, RAYMOND A. ~ Folkestone. Canterbury. 
Pet. Oct. 13. Ord. Nov. 

CuurcH, Henry, Oldham, piaienes Salford. Pet. Nov. 15. 
Ord. Dec. 3. 

CUTHBERT, HENRY, South Bank, _ Greengrocer. 
Middlesbrough. Pet. Dec. 3. Ord. 

DaNBY, WILLIAM, Eaglescliffe, near Stockton-on-Tees Motor 

neer. Stockton-on-Tees. Pet. Dec. Ord. Dec. 3. 

Davies, Epwakrp L., : erate, ° Seed Merchant. Ponty- 
pridd. Pet. Dec. 4 

Davey, THomas, Hotham, Yorks, Farmer. Kingston-upon- 
Hull. Pet. Nov. 20. Ord. Dec. 5. 

DopMAN, HERBERT G., Le Ealing, Builder. Brentford. 
Pet. Dec. 3. Ord. Dec. 3 

DoweEk, Jacos J., Manchester, Shipper. Manchester. Pet. 
Aug. 16. Ord. "Dec. 

FALKINER, HAROLD 9 og a —_. meet 
Contractor. Wakefield. Pet. Dec. 3. Ord. 

Feist, ALBERT V., Gillingham, Manufacturing , ae 
Rochester. Pet. Dec. 5. Ord. Dec. 5. 

— — M., Kensington. High Court. Pet. Oct. 30. 
oe) c 

FULLBROOK, JAMES C., New =a Mercantile Clerk. 
Barnet. Pet. Dec. 4. Ord. Dec. 

GERRISH, ERNEST G., Cramlington, Simall- em Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Pet. Dec. 3. Ord. Dec. 

GouaH, iomas W., GOUGH ay i. + and GovGH, 
ARTHUR H., Chalfont St. ter, Farmers. Aylesbury, 
Pet. Dec. 4. Ord. Dee. 4. 

Henwoop, ARTHUR, Letchworth, Sheet Metal Worker. 
Luton. Pet. Dec. 3. Ord. Dec. 3. 

Hinpe, Roper F., 7 om Butcher. Manchest 
Pet. Dec. 5. 


Hopper, THOMAS, Wolsagham, Builder. Durham. Pet. 
Dec. 3. Ord. 





HUMPHREYS, ) tA Liantdlges, Confectioner. Newtown. 
Pet. Dec. 4. Ord. Dec. 4 

JENKS, CHARLES F., Birmingham, Director. Birmingham. 
Pet. Nov. 16. rd. Dec 

witch G FREDERICK, Westcilif-on-Sea, Advertising Agent. 


Ord. Dec. 1. 
Blacksmith. Aberystwyth. 


. 30. 
KNIGHT, a Neath, Tinworker. Neath. Pet. Dec. 5. 
Ord. Dec. 5. 


Leacetr, EDWARD, Chadwell Heath, Plasterer. Chelmsford, 
Pet. Dec. 3. Ord. Dec. 3. 
MoorgE, . wuaaen, Nay Cross, Derby. Chesterfield. Pet. 


ORMEROD, rea + © ae Traveller. Blackburn. 
Ray ~ Garage Proprietor. 
Ord. Dec. 5 


SLADDEN, GrorGe E., ‘Lowest, Smackowner. Great 
Yarmouth. Pet. Dec. 5 Ord. Dee. 5. 

Storey, Davip W. , Pateley | Bridge, Boot Maker. Harrogate. 
Pet. Dec. 4. Ord. Dec. 

SUTCLIFFE, EDWIN, > + Insurance Broker. Bir- 
mingham. . Dec. . Dec. 5. 

TrmoTHy, JOHN y Rhondda, Cinema Lessee. Pontypridd. 
Pet. Dec. 1. Ord. 

TURNER, HARRY, and euamece, Joun L. 8., Nottingham, 
Builders. Nottingham. Pet. oh 3. . Dec. 

VickERS, CHARLES G., Fiskerton, N +, Licensed Vietualler 
Nottingham. Pet. Dec. 5. On Des 





Dec. 15. 8 


inet ae Parton 

WARD, GERTRUDE, ‘tadelit-on- » cm Fruiterer. No 
ham. Pet. —s Ord. Dec. 3 

WEBB, FREDERI W., Westgate-on-Sea, Dir 
Canterbury. | Pe Pet, Oct. 25. Ord. Dec 

WHITELEY, , Leeds, Painter. “to. Pet. Dee, 
Ord. 3 ee 


—- RicuaRD P.. B BR, + yacn Farmer. Sh 


t 
Amended Notice substituted for that petahed in the 
London Gazette of Nov. 20, 192: 
WAITE, GEORGE, Bexhill, Engineer. isting. | Pet. Aug. 2 
Ord. Nov. 15. ; 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, December 11. 


ABRAHAMSON, BARNETT, Hatton-garden, Jeweller. 
Court. Pet. Nov. 16. Ord. Dec. 7. : 
ALEXANDER, F. M., Ashley-place, Westminster, Aut} 
High Court. Pet. Sept.14. Ord. Dec. 4 
BARNFATHER, E., Draycott-avenue, oh Motor @ 
Dealer. High Court. Pet. July 16. Ord . Dec. 7. 
BLapon, THOMAS A., Repton, Derby, Plumber. Burte 
Trent. Pet. Dec. 6. Ord. Dec. 6. 
Bostey, ARTHUR, Holt, near Wrexham, Smallh 
Wrexham. Pet. Dec. 8. Ord. Dec. 8. 
Brooks, THOMAS G. D., Kilby, —s Market G 
Leicester. Pet. Dec. 6. Ord. Dec. 6 : 
Brown, WILLIAM B., and IVENS, JOHN H., Camberwell 
Timber Merchants. High Court. Pet.Dec.6. Ord. Deck, 
CORNTHWAITE, THOMAS, Barrow-in-Furness, Ne 
Barrow-in-Furness. Pet. Dec.6. Ord. Dec. 6. j 
DAVIES, REES, — Glam. , Colliery Worker .Candif? ] 
Pet. Nov. 7. Ord. Dec. 4 4 
DOBSON, y= t 8., Wallasey, Tailor. Liverpool, 
Dec. 7. Ord, Dec 
DRINKWATER, Aina G., and Day, Huserr J., Coat 
Derby, Builders. Derby. Pet. Dec. 7. Ord. Dec.7 
FAZACKERLREY, JOHN S., Dalton-in- net, Painter. B 
in-Furness. Pet. Dec. 4. Ord. Dec. 4 
GREIG, Stuart 8., St. Leonards-on-Sea, ae ; 
Proprietor. Hastings. Pet. Nov. 15. Ord. Dec. 6. } 
HARRISON, _—— E., oe enemas, Butcher. Sunderland, 
Pet. Dec. 5. Ord. Dec 
Hopason, Tom, a ¢ Metal Merchant. Bradford. Pa, 
Dec. 6. Ord. Dec. 6 


HUDsPITH, EDWARD, Newcastle- -upon-Tyne, Wine Merchant, | 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Nov. 23. Ord. Dec. 4. 

JAMES, WILLIAM, Blaenavon, Fish a Chip Merohaat, 
Tredegar. Pet. Dec. 4. Ord. Dec. 

JouNsSTONE, Lt.-Col. +. 7 H., Piccadilly. High Courk, 
Pet. Nov. 7. Ord. Dec. 5 

Jones, Lewis T., JONES, “WILFRED D. A., and JOoNB 
ALFRED G. N., Ross, Coal Merchants. He eford. Pt 
Dec. 7. Ord. Dec. 

KIDNER, FRANCIS i, “Tichester, Farmer. Yeovil. Pet. 
Dec. 8. Ord. Dec. 8. 


Legs, NELLY, pen, Fruiterer. Birmingham. Pet 
Nov. 21. Ord. 
LEES, RALPH, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Birmingham. Pet, 


Dee 
H., Bolton, Licensed Victualler. Bolton. 
Ord. Dec. 5. 
MASSIE, J. “Hampstead, em Student. High Court, 
Pet. Oct. 3. Ord. Dec. 5 
MERRIMAN, ARTHUR J. Tredegar, iseneet Victualler. 
Tredegar. Pet. Dec. . Dec. 
Moriey, L., & Co., ouse. {Comnission Agents. Hig 
Court. Pet. Nov. 12. Ord. I 
Owens, JoHN, 7 ae Smalihoider. Bangor. Ph 
Dec. 8. Ord. Dec. 8 
PEARSON, FRANCES, ‘Neweastle-upon- Tyne, Cone 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Dec. 5. Ord. Dec. 5. Subs 
PEPPER, WILLIAM A., bore, Fruiterer. Canterbury. ie | 
Dec. 7. Ord. Dec. ' 
ROBINSON, GEORGE W., Porth, Miagteeal Rape Ponty P. id 
pridd., Pet. Dec. 7. Ord. Dec. a 
SIDWELL, STANLEY, Birmingham, ~~ eee Engineet, 
Birmingham. Pet. Dec. 8. Ord. Dec. 
SMITH, Pa ~ i Calne, Master Tailor. Swindon. 


Dec. 5. Ord. Dec. 5. 
— = ERIC >» Oldham, Builder. Oldham. Pet. Das 5 
0 


WALKEY, r, Jn, Wharton, Winsford, Grocer. Nant 
Pet. Dec. 5. Ord. Dec. 5. 


Woop, JaMEs W., sate, Pig Breeder. Newport (Mon), 
Pet. Dec. 7. Ord. Dee 








THE LICENSES AND 


GENERAL |} ° 
INSURANCE CO., LTD. 





| 


| Fire, Burglary, Loss of Profit, Employers’ - 


conducting 








FOR FURTHER 











Fi delity, Glass, Motor, Public Liability, etc. 





SPECIALISTS IN “ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of Licensed Property settled by 


Counsel will be sent on application. 





INFORMATION WRITE: 24, 26 & 28, MOORGATE, E.C.2. 





